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Current Topics. 


The Patents and Designs Bill. 

Taz Parents and Designs Bill has now been referred to 
Committee O—one of the Committees of the House of Commons, 
set up under the new Rules of Procedure. A very large number 
of amendments have been placed upon the paper by Mr. 
Astsury, Mr. Raprorp, Mr. Duypas Wuirs, and others. It 
is impracticable to discuss all these amendments at the present 
stage, or indeed to draw attention to the most important of 
them; but we are glad to find amendments striking at the 
obnoxious principle that, on appeal from the comptroller to the 
court, the decision of a judge of first instance is to be final, 
and that the section of the Bill which so 1 y increases the 
grounds upon which the grant of a patent may be opposed is 
to be questioned. We notice that Mr. Astsury now proposes 
to transfer the existing appeals from the comptroller to the law 
officers to the court. If this is adopted, patent agents will have 
to be on the alert to see that their present right of audience on 
these appeals is not taken away from them. 


The Law Society Meeting. 


We vo not think that the recent meeting of the Law Society 
can be regarded with much satisfaction by either side. It was 
unfortunate, but apparently unavoidable, that Mr. Raprorp’s 
motion should be ruled out of order on the ground that it was 
ultra vires; it would have been better that the question should 
have been threshed out and decided once for The Presi- 
dent’s keen sense of fairness to an opponent led him to allow the 
intended mover to deliver a fluent and well-expressed harangue 
on the senility of the Council, based on the extraordinary 
proposition that age necessarily means business i ity. But 
no one was allowed to reply to Mr. Raprorp’s speech—a pro- 
ceeding which strikes us as somewhat extraordinary. However, 
the result must be accepted, and we see no advantage in further 
discussion of the conduct of the meeting either here or in our 
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_eofrespondence columns. It is now for the supporters of the. 

“ “intended motion to adopt the regular and straightforward course 

“of separ by nominating candidates in opposition to the 

““‘pétiring members of the Council. They will then ascertain what 

‘is the opinion of the members of the society upon their motion. 

Fire Policies and Liability for Damage by 
Earthquake. 

WE unDERSTAND that some of the leading English insurance | 
companies, who have sustained heavy losses by the recent earth- | 
quake in San Francisco, are engaged in the preparation of an | 
“ earthquake clause” which may effectively limit their liability. | 
Several of the American fire policies contain a clause protecting 
the company from damage by earthquake or from damage by 
fire incident to an earthquake, but it is said that American 
judges, in cases where a fire has been proved to have broken 
out immediately after the earthquake, have invited juries to 
find that the fire was in no way caused by the vibration of 
the earth, and that the juries have readily acted upon this 
invitation. The only way to escape from this tendency of 
juries, empannelled in a region subject to earthquakes, is to 
insert a condition by which the company are exempt from 
liability for any loss by fire within a specified time after the 
happening of an earthquake, and within a certain distance of 
buildings damaged by the earthquake. Whether the ingenuity 
of the local courts can interpret the policies in such a way as to 
override this condition can only be known by experience. The 
fact that little or no reference to damage by earthquakes is to 
be found in the principal text-books on insurance law may be 
explained by the supposition that it is only in recent times that 
insurance companies have begun to transact business in regions 
subject to these extraordinary calamities. 


Colonial Appeals and the House of Lords. 


Ir may be gathered from what has passed at the meetings 
of the Colonial Conference that there is some dissatisfaction, at 
any rate in the Australian colonies, with regard to the constitu- 
tion of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council as an 
ultimate Court of Appeal from the whole of the British 
dominions. It has been asked why cannot these appeals be 
brought to the House of Lords in the same manner as Irish 
and Scotch appeals? It may be answered that the Appellate 
Jurisdiction Act, 1876, has provided for what is in effect the 
union of the House of Lords and the Privy Council in their 
judicial capacities, and that the Lords of Appeal in Ordinary 
are judges of both the courts. But the Colonies are not satisfied, 
and their dissatisfaction is intensified by the fact that one 
judgment only is delivered in the Privy Council, sometimes by 
a member whose learning and acuteness are not so well known 
as that of the legal peers who attend in the House of Lords, and 
who deliver separate judgments. These separate judgments are 
regarded as some security that each learned lord has considered 
the case. A judgment in the Privy Council may have been 
approved by the Lord Chancellor and the Lords of Appeal, but | 
a approval is not of the same value as a judgment expressed | 
in words. Englishmen who are anxious that everything should | 
be done to satisfy the legitimate aspirations of their fellow | 
subjects in the Colonies, must find great difficulty in the pro- | 

that the House of Lords should assume jurisdiction over 
the whole list of Colonial appeals. The duties of the Lord 
Chancellor would certainly prevent him from attending at the 
hearing of a large proportion of these cases, and the continuous 
sittings which the accession to the business would require must. 
prove exhausting to all but the younger members of the House. 





Assent to Will of Married Woman. 


THE OBSERVATIONS made by Warrineton, J., in Re Nathan 
(ante, p. 428), as to the effect of probate by a husband of his 
wife’s will, recall the important point that was decided some 
years ago in Re Atkinson (47 W. R. 469; 1899, 2 Ch. 1). Under 
the old practice it was the exception for a married woman to 
have any property which she could dispose of by will except by 
her husband’s consent, and when this did happen, two grants 
became necessary—first, a grant of probate to the executor 
named in her will limited to such property as she had a right to 


administration ceterorum to the husband. But if the husband 
was appointed executor, and, instead of following this course, took 
at once a grant of probate in general form, this was held to be an 


| assent to the will, so that it operated upon property over which 


the wife had no separate disposing power: Re Fane (16 Sim. 406). 
When, however, the Married Women’s Property Act made it 
increasingly common for married women to have testamentary 
power over the whole of their property, this double grant became 
a source of inconvenience, and it was held in Re Price (35 W. R. 
596, 12 P. D. 187) that probate must be granted in general 
form, a change in practice which was confirmed by rule 15 cf 
the Probate Rules of March, 1887. It followed that when the 
husband was appointed executor, and proved the will, he 
had no option except to prove it generally. He could 
not, therefore, by limiting the proof to his wife’s separate 
property, shew, as he could have done under the former 
practice, that he did not assent to her disposition of her non- 
separate property. The ground, therefore, upon which it had 
been previously held that probate by the husband in general 
form shewed his assent to the will was obviously gone, and it 
was held accordingly in Re Atkinson (supra), by Srieutne, J., 
and the Court of Appeal, that probate had ceased to have this 
effect. It is necessary, therefore, in order to support a dis- 
position of a wife’s non-separate property to give evidence of 
actual assent by the husband, and in Re Nathan (supra) 
Warrineron, J., held that such assent had not been proved. 


Slander of Goods. 


Tue action of International Plasmon (Limited) v. M. Symons 
Stores (Limited), recently tried before Lawrance, J., and a 
special jury, was one of those cases in which words which 
disparage the goods manufactured by another are made the 
foundation of an action for libel. The plaintiffs were manu- 
facturers of an article of food called “Plasmon,” and the 
defendants, who carried on business in Liverpool, had up to 
last year been allowed a preferential commission of 2} per cent. 
on the ‘‘ Plasmon” sold by them. The plaintiffs then decided 
to treat all their customers alike. The defendants were much 
dissatisfied with this decision and said that they would remove 
the article from their price list and only sell it when asked for. 
The plaintiffs persisted in their refusal to allow the commission, 
and the defendants then placed a label on the ‘‘ Plasmon” sold 
by them to the following effect: ‘Caution.—Sold without 
recommendation or responsibility, and supplied only on that 
understanding.” These were the words relied on as defama- 
tory. For the defence it was submitted that there was no libel, 
and that the statement was at the utmost a disparagement of 
the plaintiffs’ goods. The learned judge refused to withdraw the 
case from the jury, who found a verdict for the plaintiffs, with 
substantial damages. The case appears to us to be one of some 
difficulty. Assuming that the words were reasonably capable of 
being construed as an actionable disparagement of the plaintiffs’ 
goods, it would be necessary, to support such an action, for 
the plaintiffs to prove, first, that the statement complained of 
was untrue; secondly, that it was made maliciously without just 
cause or excuse; and, thirdly, that the statement had injured, or 
was calculated to injure, the plaintiffs. The judge might, we 
think, have reasonably come to the conclusion that the words 
were an actionable disparagement of the article in question, and 
we think also that there was evidence for the jury of malice and 
that the statement was calculated to injure the plaintiffs. The 
fact that the defendants only placed the label on the goods after 
they had been refused their commission could not be dis- 
regarded by the jury, and it was, as it seems to us, evidence of 
malice, and evidence also that the implied disapproval of the 
goods was without foundation. We do not find in the report 
which we have read any statement that special damage was 
proved, but we think, with some doubt, that damage might be 
inferred from the character of the libel. 


Motorists and the Hedges Adjoining Highways. 
AN IMPORTANT innovation in the law of rural highways was 


suggested by Sir J. Wore Barry, the eminent engineer, at the . 


conference of road-makers, held at Olympia last week. Sir J. 
Wo tre Barry, after some observations on the inadequacy of 





dispose of and had disposed of; and, secondly, a grant of 





road surfaces for the passage of motor carriages, drew attention 
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to the risks to which the passengers by these vehicles were 
exposed by the high hedges adjoining the carriage-ways, which 
frequently obstructed the view, and ought to be lowered. The 
law with regard to the cutting and pruning of such polee is 
contained in section 65 of the Highway Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Will 
4, c. 50), which enacts that if the surveyor shall think that any 
carriage-way or cart-way is prejudiced by the shade of any 
hedges, and that the sun and wind are excluded from such 
highway to the damage thereof, or if any obstruction is caused 
in any carriage-way or cart-way by any hedge it shall 
be lawful for a justice, on the application of the surveyor, to 
summon the owner of the land on which such hedges are growing 
next adjoining to such carriage-way or cart-way to appear before 
justices at a special sessions for the highways, to shew cauce 
why the hedges are not cut, pruned, or plashed . . in such 
manner that the carriage-way or cart-way shall not be prejudiced 
by the shade thereof and that the sun and wind may not be 
excluded from such carriage-way or cart-way to the damage 
thereof, and the justices are to make such order in the matter as 
they in their discretion think proper. It will be seen that the 
object of this enactment is to have the hedges clipped and pruned 
so as to allow the causeway to be fully exposed to the sun and 
wind, and that it does not in any manner refer to the interruption 
of the view by the growth of the hedges. It will be necessary 
therefore, if the wishes of proprietors of automobiles are to be 
carried out, that the Act should be amended by inserting a 
rovision that the hedges should be cut down to a minimum 
foval so as to secure an uninterupted view to the drivers of 
these vehicles. Motorists have so far had tolerable success in 
their dealings with the law-makers of this country. But the 
admirers of English hedgerows are numerous, and the opposi- 
tion to the proposed change in the law may be greater than has 
been anticipated. 


House Agents and Commission. 


Actions To recover commission on the sale or letting of land 


and houses are common enough, but the law by which the right | P 


of the agent to his commission is regulated is tolerably well 
settled, and it is not often that a case arising out of one of these 
actions finds its way into the law reports. The case of Brandon 
v. Hanna (1907, Ir. Rep. 212) has some features of novelty. 
The plaintiffs were employed by the defendant to negotiate a 
sale of the defendant’s business on the terms that they were to 
receive a commission if they found a purchaser, but if there was 
no sale, there was to be no charge. The plaintiffs’ manager intro- 
duced a Mr. News. as a possible purchaser. Nzwexi inspected 
the shop and stock, but made no offer, as the defendant had not 
definitely decided to sell. The defendant subsequently, with the 
approval of the plaintiffs, decided not to sell the property and 
paid them a small sum of money for their out-of-pocket expenses 
in the matter. Shortly afterwards, the defendant, having 
changed her mind, told a friend that she wanted to sell her 
business, who recommended Newe tt as a likely purchaser and 
communicated with him. Newett visited the premises, made 
an offer, and ultimately purchased the business. The plaintiffs 
having made a claim for commission on the purchase-money, 
the jury at the trial found that the sale really and substantially 
proceeded from their acts, and judgment was entered for the 
plaintiffs. On a motion to set aside this judgment and enter it 
for the defendant, it was contended that, to give rise to a claim 
for commission, there must be a continuing contractual relation- 
ship between the parties, and that the contract under which the 
plaintiffs had been employed had been rescinded by mutual con- 
sent. The majority of the King’s Bench Division (Lord O’Brrzy, 
L.C.J., and Mappgn, J.; Wricut, J., dissenting) adopted this 
view, and their decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal. 
The question was, of course, whether there was evidence which 
could support the finding of the jury, and the payment made 
by the defendant and accepted by the plaintiffs was cogent proof 
that the contract between them had been determined by mutual 
consent, the defendant having abandoned her intention of selling 
the property. How then, after the contract hed been brought 
to an end, could the plaintiffs claim in respect of a future 
transaction? We turn to the judgment of Wricur, J. That 
learned judge seems to have thought that the contingency 





that the plaintiffs’ chance of earning a commission might 
revive, had not occurred to the es, and that the case 
was not so plain that it ought to have been withdrawn 
from the jury. We cannot, however, see that there was 


ill.| any evidence that the plaintiffs’ first introduction of ‘Nawaz 


brought about the sale, and if the action was maintainable, it 
must equally be held to be maintainable if Newett had become 
the purchaser at any future time. There was, therefore, no 
basis for the finding of the jury. 


Mr. Birrell on Land Transfer. 


Ir woutp be a mistake to attach any great importance to the 
remarks made by Mr. Brrrext in the course of his speech 
at Bradford last Saturday upon the relation of lawyers to 
land transfer, and if the Irish Secretary were back in 
Lincoln’s-inn he would probably be the last person to wish 
all his remarks to be taken seriously. The picture of ‘‘a great 
cloud of lawyers” coming down “like a brood of crows 
blackening the whole field” when a piece of conveyancing ‘has 
to be done, may be very pretty trifling wherewith to amuse a 
popular audience, but it is not exactly business. It omits to 
notice, for instance, that the great conveyancing reforms of recent 
years have had the hearty approval of lawyers, and that lawyers 
are owe | in favour of further reforms could only Parliament 
be induced to accept them. That, however, seems to be for the 
present very improbable, and Mr. Brere.’s speech was more to 
the point when he commented on the unfitness of the House of 
Commons, as at presented conducted, as a legislative machine. 
With regard to land reform, Mr. Brerzxu’s particular suggestion 
is that purchasers should accept a six years’ title and protect them- 
selves against possible defects by insurance. We gelhan~taadh 
we are by no means clear—that he was not suggesting that this 
should be a registered title. The title would be subject to the 
rights of incumbrancers, and these, Mr. Brrrext observed, should 
be registered. But as to the land itself, his idea seems to be 
that a six years’ title should be accepted as between vendor and 
urchaser, the purchaser covering himeelf by insurance. If this 
is what he meant, it seems to be in effect the system which we 
understand has now become prevalent in New York; under 
which a purchaser dispenses with investigation of title and 
insures the title with a title insurance company. The protection 
of the company lies in the knowledge which it already possesses 
of the title. This, of course, isa business-like arrangement, and 
it may quite possibly be rem here from over the water. If, 
however, Mr. Brarewy was referring to Lord Harssury’s scheme 
for the registration of six years’ ry title as absolute, 
the matter assumes a different complexion. The State becomes 
then the insurer, and the insurance is satisfactory neither from 
the point of view of assurer nor assured. The assurer—that i 
in the long run, the tax-payer—undertakes an uncertain 
probably onerous liability, while, as recent decisions shew, the 
ond it issues may fail the assured just when he requires its 

elp. Wecan laugh with Mr. Brargtt and his audience over 
the “ brood of crows,” but whether the crows are to be lawyers, 
or state officials, or insurance companies, the future will have to 
determine. As long as property has to be dealt with, there 
must be “crows” of one kind or another, and certainly the 
lawyer crow is not the worst of the genus. 


Copyright in New Editions. 


A pornt of interest to authors was recently brought before 
the House of Commons, attention being called to the fact that 
early and defective editions of important ethical and scientific 
works were now being reprinted by several firms of publishers 
and offered for sale; and the question was asked whether the 
Government, with a view of checking this evil, would introduce 
a Bill amending the law of copyright. In the debate which 
followed it was suggested that if an Act were passed forbidding 
the reprinting of some work which had become a classic, 
from the latest edition, it would be possible to prolong 
copyright indefinitely by introducing a few unimportant 
emendations, whenever it was on the verge of lapsing. The 
question as to the effect of the publication of a new edition with 
alterations on the original copyright arose in the Scotch case of 
Black v. Murray (9 Sess. Oas., 3rd series, 341), where the 





of the defendant again changing her mind and selling, so 








Lord President said: “A new edition of a work may be a mere 
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reprint of an old edition, and plainly that would not entitle the 
author to a new term of copyright running from the date of the 
last edition. On the other hand, the new edition may be so 
enlarged and improved as to constitute in reality a new work, 
and that just as clearly will entitle the author to a copyright 
running from the date of the new edition. The difficulty will 
be to lay down any general rule as to what amount of addition 
or alteration or new matter will entitle a second or new edition 
of a book to the privilege of copyright, or whether the copy- 
right extends to the book as amended or improved or is 
confined to the additions and improvements themselves, as 
distinguished from the rest of the book.” An author, 
therefore, has copyright in the new matter of a second 
edition for the statutory term from its first publication ; 
in the old matter only from its original publication. This 
results in obsolete editions becoming common property, while 
revised ones are still the subject of copyright, but exposed to 
the competition of former editions to the detriment of the public. 
It is, however, easier to point out the inconvenience arising from 
the reprint of earlier shins than to suggest any satisfactory 
amendment of the law, and it is probable that there would be 
serious opposition to any proposal to increase the protection 
given to the authors of new editions of standard works. 


‘‘Watering” Railway Stock. 

Ir 1s understood that, among the schemes for the amendment 
of the law which are to be submitted to the Legislature by the 
President of the United States, is one to prevent the “ watering” 
of railway stock. ‘‘ Watering” the stock of a corporation has 
been defined to be the increase of the nominal capital of the 
undertaking by the issue of new shares without a corresponding 
increase of actual capital. It is not unknown in England, but 
has prevailed to a much greater extent in the United States. 
In Great Britain and on the Continent borrowing powers have 
been conferred on railway companies in a limited degree, 
generally for only one-fourth of the capital, and the debenture 
or other obligations representing the authorized debt have become 
esteemed as a security of the highest character for investment. In 
the United States, on the other hand, borrowing powers have been 
exercised for the most part under general laws and without 
limitation, so that often all the actual value for constructing a 
railway was raised by loan, while the share capital was issued 
solely for the profit of the contractor. In these circumstances a 
large part of the original capital was fictitious; the railway 
company was in fact over-capitalized, and the stock was subse- 
quently still further ‘‘ watered” by the unwarrantable issue of 
new shares. Moreover, in some cases dividends on shares called 
“‘gerip dividends” were paid to the dissatisfied shareholders so 
as to increase the nominal capital without any reference to the 
intrinsic value of the undertaking. These abuses may probably 
require legislative provision prohibiting railway companies from 
accepting anything but money in payment for stock, or from 
issuing stock at any rate below par. 


The Construction of a French Will. 


Tus Szconp Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine has been 
occupied with a question which might have been of some 
interest to English conveyancers. M. Avaustiy, a manufacturer 
of artificial flowers, who died recently, by his holograph will, 
after a series of legacies, bequeathed the residue of his estate 
“to be divided equally among all my personnel (persons in the 
service of the testator).”” The value of the residuary estate was 
about £20,000. The court had, therefore, to ascertain what 
persons were members of the class included in the personnel of 
the business. Many of those who gave their services exclusively 
to the firm did all their work at home and never visited the 
premises of the testator, a course of business which had gone 
on for some years. Was it to be supposed that he intended to 
limit his bounty to those who remained during their work on 
the premises of the firm? A further difficulty arose with 
regard to the male and female employees who, after having 
been for some years in the testator’s service, had, owing to 
illness, marriage, or some other reasons involving no mis- 
conduct on their part, quitted their employment a few days 
before the death of the testator. The court has experienced 
some difficulty in deciding as to the persons who are excluded 


from the benefit of the will, and has reserved its judgment. 
Some of the English cases upon bequests to ‘‘servants”’ shew 
that similar difficulties have arisen in this country. 


Refusal of Judge to Enter Judgment. 


AN APPLICATION came before the Court of Appeal this week, 
which, though not laying down any new practice, may be 
worth mentioning for the information of practitioners. At 
the trial of an action before Jetr, J., and a jury at the 
Cardiff Assizes, certain questions were left by the learned 
judge to the jury, who disagreed as to some of them. 
The defendants, contending that there was no _ evidence 
against them, asked the learned judge to direct judgment 
to be entered for them. The judge, however, refused to 
direct judgment to be entered for either party. No formal 
order of the judge was drawn up refusing to direct judgment to 
be entered. The defendants thereupon gave notice of appeal 
from the refusal of the judge to enter judgment, but the officials 
refused to enter the appeal, upon the ground that there was no 
order of the judge in existence. Upon an application to the 
Court of Appeal for a direction to enter the appeal, the court 
said that it had been decided (see Annual Practice for 1907, 
vol. 1, p. 816) that there must be a formal judgment or order 
upon which an appeal could be founded, and, therefore, the 
defendants must first obtain a formal order in writing from the 
judge refusing to direct judgment to be entered, and upon that 
the defendants might enter the appeal. 








Dissolved Corporations and Estates 


in Land. 


An important question, relating to the property formerly vested 
in a corporation aggregate which has been dissolved, and has 
thus ceased to exist, has been raised in more than one case 
during the last few years: see the article 50 Soxicrrors’ 
JournaL 494. In that article the question discussed related 
to the proper method of getting in the bare legal estate where 
this had been inadvertently left in the corporation at the time of 
its dissolution, and so far the provisions of the Trustee Act, 1893, 
on the subject of new trustees have been found adequate in the 
case of land. The more difficult question, as to what becomes 
of legal estates in land upon the dissolution of a corporation 
aggregate in which these were vested beneficially, has now been 
raised in Corporation of Hastings v. Letton (Times, 19th April, 
1907). 

The question arose neatly on a very simple state of facts. A 
limited company held land under a lease for the terfa of seven 
years from the plaintiffs, and the defendants were sureties for 
the payment of the rent ‘‘during the said term.” The lease 
was made in 1903, and in 1906 the company was wound up and 
dissolved. The defendants thereupon ceased to pay rent, and 
an action was brought in the county court for its recovery. 
The county court judge held that on the dissolution of the 
company the lease continued in existence and vested in the 
Crown; he therefore held that the defendants were liable, 
under their covenant, for the rent during the residue of the 
term of seven years. The defendants appealed, and the decision 
of the county court was reversed by the Divisional Oourt of the 
King’s Bench Division (Dartina and Puiiimors, JJ.) on the 

round that the term was at an end, and the liability of the 
Laedants had therefore ceased. Leave to appeal was given. 

The argument for the defendants was that the term had 
disappeared, and had merged in the reversion of the plaintiffs 
in the same manner as a life estate disappears by the death of 
the tenant for life; the following passage from BLacksTong was 

uoted (21st ed. I., 484, Kerr’s 4th ed. I., 461): “ oe 

issolution is the civil death of the corporation, and in this case 
their lands and tenements shall revert to the person or his heirs 
who granted them to the corporation, for the law doth annex a 
condition to every such grant that if the corporation be dissolved 
the grantor shall have the lands again because the cause of the 
grant faileth. The grant is, indeed, only during the life of the 
corporation, which may endure for ever; but when that life is 
determined by the dissolution of the body politic, the grantor 
takes it back by reversion, as in the case of every other grant 
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for life." The argument for the plaintiffs was that the term con- 
tinued to exist, notwithstanding the dissolution of the company, 
and on that ype had vested in the Crown as bona vacantta, 
by analogy to the equitable interest in a term of years belonging 
to a bastard who had died intestate. Darina, J., adopted the 
passage from BracksTone as good law; he held that when the 
company was dissolved “there were no bona vacantia left at all 
to go to the Crown,” but that on “the true analogy the term 
reverted to the grantor of it,” and was merged in the reversion. 
Paitumore, J., also thought that the term ceased on the 
company’s dissolution, that the doctrine of bona vacantia did not 
apply to chattels real, and that, with respect to lands of a 
dissolved corporation reverting to the grantors, there was no 
‘distinction between a life estate, a freehold, or an estate for a 
term of years.” 

Thus both the King’s Bench judges founded themselves on 
the passage in Briacxsrong, and applied that passage to the 
case of terms of years. By doing this the learned judges have 
added the weight of judicial opinion in support of a view which 
can hardly be said, even now, to be settled. The passage in 
Buackstoye is founded on a passage in Oo. Litt. 135 dealing 
with the law of escheat, and Coxe lays it down that fee simple 
lands held by a corporation do not escheat to the lord, but 
revert to the donor. Buxacxsrone also is clearly referring only 
to lands held in fee simple. Now the rule as to lands held in 
fee by a corporation reverting to the grantor, instead of escheat- 
ing to the lerd of whom they are held, here laid down by Ooxg, 
has been seriously challenged. The arguments and authorities 
are fully set out in Gray on Perpetuities (2nd ed.), 43-48. Inso 
far as the decision of the Divisional Court in the present case is 
based on one of the two alternative theories respecting the fee 
simple lands of a corporation, it appears to be unsatisfactory. It 
is submitted, however, that the decision is in accordance with 
principle, and that the same conclusion can be arrived at by 
means of another line of reasoning. When the precise nature 
of the Crown’s title to property as bona vacantia, and of the title 
of subjects of the Crown to land, are attentively considered, 
there will be no difficulty in acquiescing in the Divisional 
Court’s decision without prejudging the debateable question of 
escheat or reverter in the case of corporations. 

The Crown of England is entitled to property as bona vacantia 
by virtue of its right of territorial sovereignty, and not as pro- 

rietary successor to the former owner ; the right to bona vacantia 
is a caductary, as distinguished from a successory right: see Re 
Barnett’s Trusts (1902, 1 Ch, 847, 859). It is only property 
which would otherwise be derelict, or without an owner, which 
can constitute bona vacantia. The doctrine extends to the 
beneficial interest in property held by an executor or adminis- 
trator; but, notwithstanding that in this way the Crown may 
become entitled to personal property which is not without a 
legal owner, it seems essential that dona vacantia (where more 
than equitable interests) should consist of tangible property 
analogous to personal chattels. It seems never to have been 
authoritatively held that a legal term of years vests in the 
Crown as bona vacantia: see Re General Accident Assurance 
Corporation (1904, 1 OCh., at p. 149), where the advisers 
of the Crown declined to admit that a term did so vest. 
The very nature of a term of years precludes it from 
becoming derelict or “vacans.” A term is an “estate” for 
years, and the owner of such a term is only entitled, like other 
owners of land under the system of dependent tenure or 
time-ownership, to ho/d the land for a given length of time. It 
is obvious that, land being in England owned in successive 
lengths of time, the failure of owners of one particular length or 
estate—the defectus tenentis—will only result in that particular 
estate disappearing altogether. We say the “land reverts” to 
the person who owns it subject to the estate which has failed, 
but the expression is metaphorical only—the “land” does not 
“revert,” but is really cleared, as it were, of an incumbrance 
in favour of the reversioner. These general considerations 
seem sufficient to shew the impossibility of a legal term of years 
becoming bona vacantia, and also seem sufficient to shew that 
on a corporation-lessee being dissolved, the reversioner at once 
owns his land free of the term, without the necessity of any 
theory or explanation based on a rule that lands of a corporation 
revert aond of escheating. 





Reviews. 


German Civil Law. 


THe ProvcreLes oF GERMAN CrviL Law. By E J. 
Scnuster, LL.D. (Munich), of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister- Ww. 
Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1907. 


A short time ago Mr. Arthur Cohen, K.C., in comparing the merits 
of Hnglish and Roman-Dutch law, took the opportunity to observe 
that, for an English lawyer, ‘‘a study of some other legal system is 
absolutely necessary in order to prevent him from becoming um 

gressive and narrow-minded” (7 Journ. Comp. Leg. 356). . 
Schuster’s book is admirably adapted to the needs of the practitioner 
who desires to escape from the dangers of intellectual tion in law. 
The title certainly affords no hint of this, but the preface opens with a 
statement that the ‘‘book is intended (1) to assist the study of English 
law from a comparative point of view; (2) to give an ht into the 
latest and most perfect attempt to systematize the whole of the 
private law of a country.” The promises thus made are faithfully 
kept by the author. The insight into this latest work of codification 
is made infinitely more easy and interesting for the English lawyer 
by the almost continuous comparison instituted hebeten aman and 
English law, and the reader is, in fact, a)most unconsciously absorb- 
ing a good deal of his own English law while he directs his 
attention to various points of p ote law, and notices how 
far these differ from or resemble English law. A third object of 
the book is also attained: “to give some practical help to the 
increasing number of practitioners who in the course of their 
daily work have to deal with questions of foreign and private inter- 
national Jaw.” The book is far more useful than a mere translation 
of the codes would be, since, though arranged in the form of a code 
itself, references are given in each paragraph to the original codes. 
A short introduction of thirteen gives one an excellent bird’s- 
eye view of the genesis of the German codes, and the position 
occupied by German law in relation to other Continental systems, 
like the French, and English law. It is, unfortunately, a fact 
that ‘‘ professional lawyers, as a rule, take no interest in the 
question” of codification; a perusal of the introduction to Mr. 
Schuster’s book, end an examination of one or two points of 
law from the German side, as given in the text, should serve to 
stimulate interest in the question of the relative merits of the English 
and German methods of formulating their law, at any rate. A 
comparison of the two systems of substantive law will prove of 
some interest, by reason of the fact that German real property or 
land law, and, indeed, property law in general, has ) both 
to French and English law. One instance will suffice (see p. 209): 
Under English law a sale of goods may transfer the property in the 
goods to the purchaser; under French law the property both in land 
and goods may pass in the same way; under German law the sale 
does not, either in the case of land or goods, transfer the property. 
Thus, in German law “sale” always means ‘‘ agreement to sell.” 


Books of the Week. 


The Law Relating to Trusts and Trustees. By Henny GopErrot, 
B.A., LL,B., Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition. By Wurrmore L, 
Ricwarps and James Irvine Srirzuine, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


A Treatise on the Law of Civil Salvage. By the Right Hon. Lord 
Justice Kennedy, one of His Majesty’s Lord Justices of A le 
Second Edition. By A. R. Kunnzpy, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Elements of the Law of Contract. By A. T. Carrer, Barrister-at- 
Law, one of the Readers to the Inns of Court. Second Edition. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The English Reports. Vol. LXXIII.: King’s Bench Division II., 
containing Dyer Vols. 1, 2, and 3; Brooks’ New Cases; and Benloe. 
William Green & Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Statutes of Practical Utility er in 1906, arranged in Alpha- 
betical Order in continuation of ‘‘Chitty’s Statutes,” with Notes, 
Incorporated Enactments, and Selected Statutory Rules, By J. M. 
Lzety, M.A, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell ( ited) ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 











The English insurance companies transacting business in Val 
have, says the Times, consulted Sir Robert Finlay as to their uvoihey tee 
damage caused by fire, either directly or indirectly, resulting from the 
earthquake. He is of opinion that the quake clause in the policies 
relieves them from all liabilit; Leapebey ore law, even in the case of a fire 
ing to an insured and having 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


BIST v. LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN RAILWAY CO. 25th April. 


EmrLtover AND WorkMAN—ENGINE-DRIVER—SeERI0Uus AND WILFUuL Mis- 
conpucT—WokkKMEN's CompENsATION Act, 1897. 


A railway company made a rule that no engine-driver, while his train was in 
motion, should for any reason whatever leave the foetplate of his engine. Bist, an 
engine-driver, while his train was running disregarded this order and went on to 
the tender, where he was killed. 


Held, dismissing the appeal by his widow, that, Bist having been guilty of 


serious and wilful misconduct, the defendants were not liable to pay compensation 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, in respeet of his death. 


Claim under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, by the widow 
of an engine-driver who was killed while in the employment of the 
defendant company. On the day of the accident Bist left the platform 
of his engine for some reason which is not known and got on to the top of 
the coals in the tender while the train was running at considerable speed. 
Before he had time to stoop down his head was struck by a bridge crossing 
the line near Winchfield, under which the train was passing, and he was 
killed on the spot. The wife claimed in the county court £250 for her- 
self and £50 for their one child. The amount was not disputed by the 
company, but they said they were not liable at all, because the accident 
was due to the serious and wilful misconduct of the deceased man. They 
proved that strict instructions were given to engine-drivers and a notice 
exhibited to the effect that while their engine was in motion they were on 
no account to leave the footplate of their engine. It was proved by the 
respondents that Bist was aware of this notice. The county court judge 
at Basingstoke, sitting as arbitrator under the Act, held on this ground 
that the defendants were not liable. The Court of Appeal affirmed his 
decision. Hence the present appeal by the widow. 

Lord Lorervrn, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed, said 
the evidence shewed that Bist had broken a rule which was of a very 
important character, and that he knew of the existence of the rule, and 
knowingly and wilfully disobeyed it. By so doing he had been guilty of 
such serious and wilful misconduct within the meaning of the Act of 1897 
as clearly disentitled the claimant from the benefit of the statute. 

The Earl of Hatsavry, in concurring, pointed out how serious a breach 
of this rule was, since it was a rule clearly intended for the safety of the 
servants of the company and of the public alike. Their lordships had 
no right to interfere with the findings of an arbitrator under the Act if 
there was some evidence to support the finding. The sole question was 
whether there was here such evidence. In his opinion there was abundant 
evidence to support it. 

Lord Macnacuren concurred. 

Lord James oy Hererorp arrived at the same conclusion, but with con- 
siderable doubt. More was required than the mere breach of u rule, as 
this House had recently held in Johnson v. Marshali (22 Times L. R. 
565). Before it could be said that the neglect was wilful it was necessary 
to see what was in the man’s mind. The breach of the rule was serious 
because it ended in Bist’s death. It was another matter whether it was 
also wilful. He certainly could not have contemplated that anybody 
could be injured except himself. For the moment no doubt he forgot the 
existence of the rule. For himself he admitted he should not have come 
to the same conclusion as the county court judge, but, as Lord Halsbury 
had said, that was not the question. It was one on which different 
opinions might fairly be entertained, but he could not differ from the 
result of the judgments given, for he could not say that there was no 
evidence to support the judge’s finding. 

Lord Arxinson thought that if a man knowingly and without compulsion 
broke a rule he came within the exclusion of the Act. He agreed there 
was evidence to support the finding of the county court judge.—Covunsz, 
Rufus Isaacs, K.C., and Edmond Browne; Acland, K.C., and J. A. Simon. 
Soxicrtors, Pattinson & Brewer ; W. Bishop. 

[Reported by Ersxtne Rep, Barrister-at-Law. 


SWEENEY (PAUPER) v. COOTE. 16th April. 
Consprracy—WronoruL Act—Insury—Inuvunction. 


Action for damages and an injunction based on an alleged conspiracy to injure 
the plaintiff. 

Held, dismissing the plaintiff's appeal, that there was no evidence establishing 
the plaintiff's allegation that the defendant, in common with certain other per- 
sons, had unlawfully conspired to injure her, or that she had thereby been caused 
the loss of which she complained. 


The question was whether the Court of Appeal in Ireland was correct in 
holding that there was no evidence against the respondent of the unlawful 
conspiracy alleged in the appellant’s statement of claim, or that he was a 
party to such alleged conspiracy, or that any such alleged conspiracy 
existed in fact. The Court of Appeal reversed by their order the decree 
of Barton, J., and ordered that the appellant’s action should be dismissed 
with coste. The plaintiff, Rose F. Sweeney, a Roman Catholic, was 
appointed, with the approval of the National Board, to give manual 
instruction (chiefly sewing) in a National school at Carntall, co. Tyrone, 
Treland, under Presbyterian management. When the appointment became 
known, public feeling among a section of the inhabitants became inflamed, 
and on the Sunday following the appointment black crosses were painted 
upon the school and upon the adjoining Presbyterian church. The 
defendant, William Coote, a local auctioneer, who was a prominent 








member of the Orange Lodge, called a meeting of parents of children 
attending the school, at which several of those present came to an arrange- 
ment to withdraw their children from the school. The result of this 
arrangement was to injure the plaintiff by reducing her salary, which 
depended on a capitation grant. In an action brought by the plaintiff 
claiming damages and an injunction, Barton, J., held on the evidence that 
the defendant did unlawfully and with the intention to injure the plaintiff 
conspire with certain other persons named to prevent, by undue pressure, 
inducement, and influence, divers persons from exercising their lawful 
right of sending their children to school according to their free 
choice, and granted an injunction restraining the plaintiff from so 
conspiring, and directed the damages to be assessed. On appeal by the 
defendant, the Court of Appeal (Lord Ashbourne, C., and Fitzgibbon and 
Holmes, L.JJ., Walker, L.J., dissentiente) held that on the evidence the 
defendant did combine with other parents at the meeting to withdraw 
their children from the school, and that such withdrawal resulted in loss 
to the plaintiff ; but that the object of the combination was not unlawful, 
and that no unlawful means were used to attain it, and therefore the 

laintiff had no cause of action. The material evidence given at the trial 
is fully set out in the report of the case in 1906, 1 Ir. Rep. 51 et seq. 
The plaintiff obtained leave to prosecute her appeal to their lordship’s bar 
in forma pauperis. After the close of the appellant’s case, 

Lord Loresvern, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed, said 
the action was for conspiracy and nothing else. To succeed in such an 
action it was necessary to prove a design common tothe defendant and 
others to damage the plaintiff, and that the defendant had been damaged. 
The question was not whether it was possible to infer that design, but 
whether any other inference could be drawn. Here there was no proof of 
a design to injure the plaintiff, nor in fact was there evidence of the 
alleged combination. On questions largely depending on facts the con- 
clusions of the judge should not be set aside except on strong grounds. 
Here there were no such grounds, and in his lordship’s opinion the appeal 
should be dismissed, as there was no evidence that would sustain an action 
for conspiracy against the defendant. 

Earl of Hatspury agreed. He felt some difficulty in dealing with the 
case, inasmuch as there seemed to him to be no evidence which in any 
circumstances would give a ground of action. It was said there had been 
a combination of persons to injure the plaintiff, but there was vagueness 
as to who were the conspirators with the defendant. But that allegation 
was not proved, and even if there had been such an agreement, and the 
result of that combination had been the dismissal of the appellant, it would 
not follow that it necessarily would have formed a ground of action. 
Other motives than ill-will might have led to such a combination. If so, 
and the defendant took the view that on other than personal grounds it 
was undesirable to have a Roman Catholic teacher in this school, why 
should he not have consulted with others on the question? He was, 
however, content to rest his judgment on the absence of evidence. 

Lords Macnacuten, James oF Hererorp, Ronertson, ATKINSON, and 
Co.trss concurred, and the appeal was dismissed.— CounseL, Vesey Knox, 
K.C., and Mark Stebbing ; Campbell, K.C., and P. C. Gaussen. Soxicrrors, 
Herbert Deane, for Joseph Smith, Dublin ; Jordan § Lavington, for Edward 
F. Hamil‘on, Dublin and Omagh. 

{Reported by Erskine Reup, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Court of Appeal. 
8. MASON (LIM.) v. LOVATT. No. 1. 24th April. 


ARBITRATION —REMUNERATION OF ARBITRATOR—EyIDENCE—DISCRETION OF 
TAXING-MASTER—ARBITRATION Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vicr. c. 49), s. 15, 
SUB-SECTION 3. 

A taxing-master, when determining the remuneration to be paid to an arbitrator 
under section 15, sub-section 3, of the Arbitration Act, 1889, should act upon the 
evidence, if any, of persons in the same profession as the arbitrator as to what is a 
reasonable and fair charge to be made by a person of his position in the profession, 
and the taxing-master is not entitled to disregard that evidence and to allow a 
sum which he himself may think reasonable. 


Appeal from an order of Ridley, J., in chambers, affirming an order of 
the district registrar of Birmingham. An action was referred to a 
surveyor as arbitrator. The hearing before the arbitrator occupied a 
number of days, and the arbitrator, when certain points of law arose, 
took the advice of a firm of solicitors and a barrister. He had been told 
by the parties that he might take legal advice on questions of law. The 
arbitrator made an award in favour of the defendant, and ordered the 
plaintiffs to pay the costs. The arbitrator's charges were comprised in the 
award, and included a charge of ten guineas a day for his remuneration 
as arbitrator, and £110 6s. for fees paid for legal advice. There was no 
taxation of the arbitrator's solicitors’ bill of costs. Upon taxation of the 
costs of the arbitration, the district registrar was of opinion that five 
guineas a day was fair remuneration for the arbitrator, and that the fees 
for legal advice were too high, and he reduced the amounts accordingly. 
Ridley, J., affirmed the decision of the registrar. Upon appeal, affidavits 
of surveyors were read to the effect that a fair remuneration for the 
arbitrator, who was a surveyor in good position, to charge was ten 
guineas a day. 

Tue Covnr (FietcHer Movtton and Buckxiey, LJJ.) allowed the 
appeal. They held that the fees paid by the arbitrator for legal advice 
had been properly paid by him ; and as to the arbitrator's remuneration, 
the evidence was all one way, that ten guineas a day was a fair sum to 
charge for an arbitrator belonging to the particular profession and occupy- 
ing the position which he occupied in it. The district registrar was not 
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entitled to disregard that evidence and to substitute a personal view of his 
own as to what was fair remuneration. The arbitrator therefore was 
entitled to charge those sums.—Oounset, Montague Lush, K.C., and 
Maddocks ; H. A. McCardie. Soxtcrrors, Beale § Co. ; Ward, Bowie, § Co., 
for T. W. Walthall, Birmingham. 


[Reported by W. F. Banry, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re ROBBINS. ROBBINS v. LEGGE. No, 2. 16th, 17th, and 
25th April. 


W1uit— Construction —Annurry— Dmectrion to Purcuase ANNUITY OF 
Sprecirrisp Amount—Deatu or AnNurrant Berore Pronate-Ricut to 
Vatvue or Annuiry—Darte or CoMM&NCEMENT OF ANNUITY. 


A gift in a will of an annuity of a specified amount to be purchased is not 
invalidated by the death of the annuitant after the death of the testator but before 
probate, and the annuitant’s legal personal representatives are entitled to the sum 
which, at the date of the testator’s death, would have been required to purchase the 
annuily. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Swinfen Eady, J. (reported 
1906, 2 Ch. 648). H.J. Robbins, by his will dated the 7th of February, 
1900, after certain specific devises and bequests, gave his residuary estate 
to trustees upon trust for sale and conversion and to stand possessed of 
the proceeds ‘‘ upon trust, after payment thereout of all expenses attend- 
ing such sale and conversion, and my debts, funeral and testamentary 
expenses, to purchase in the name of my wife, Jemima Charlotte Robbins, 
a Government annuity of the clear annual value of £400 for the life of my 
said wife, Jemima Charlotte Robbins,’ and upon further trust to pay 
certain pecuniary legacies and the residue to his son, Colonel 
Robbins. The testator died on the 11th of October, 1905, and his wili 
was proved on the 25th of November, 1905. His wife survived him, but 
died on the 27th of Octeber, 1905, before the will was proved. She had 
not made any election to take the value of the annuity in cash. Adminis- 
tration to her estate had been taken out in June, 1906, by two of her 
next-of-kin, The administrators claimed that they were entitled to the 
sum which would at the testator’s death have purchased the annuity. The 
summons was taken out by the testator’s pe om legatee for a declara- 
tion whether the legal personal representatives of Jemima Charlotte 
Robbins, the testator’s wife, were entitled to be paid any sum or sums 
in respect of the annuity directed to be purchased by the will. The 
residuary legatee appealed. . 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., Barnes, P., and Kennepy, L.J.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., delivered the judgment of the Court: The effect 
of a direction to apply a definite sum of money in the purchase of a life 
annuity for the sole benefit of a particular individual has often been 
discussed, and now admits of no reasonable doubt. It is regarded asa 
legacy of the definite sum which will be satisfied by the purchase of an 
annuity; but unless and until the purchase is made it is regarded as a 
legacy of the definite sum vesting in the annuitant on the testator’s death. 
It makes no difference that the annuity is not directed to be purchased 
until some future period if the annuitant survives the testator and dies 
before that period. The legal personal representative of the intended 
annuitant can claim the definite sum as a legacy. It is contended on 
behalf the appellant that in the circumstances of the present case the 
whole gift has failed, and the widow's legal personal representative 
is not entitled to anything. In our view tbis contention cannot 
prevail. On principle it is difficult to see how any distinction can 
fairly be drawn between a gift of a definite sum to purchase an 
annuity and a gift of so much money as is requisite to purchase a 
definite annuity. Jd certum est, quod certum reddi potest. And indeed 


. it has been held in Dawson v. Hearn (1 R. & M. 606), an authority which 


binds this court, that no such distinction exists. It was argued that 
that case turned on the circumstance that the annuity was directed to be 
purchased within three months and that the widow survived that period, 
but we cannot accept that view. We agree with the judgment of Swinfen 
Eady, J., on this point, and do not think it necessary further to discuss 
the authorities referred to by him. But there is one point upon which it 
is right toadd a few words) The order declares that the widow's repre- 
sentative is entitled to such a sum as at the date of the testator’s death 
would have purchased a government annuity of £400. It is contended 
that this must be wrong because, if a government annuity had been pur- 
chased, it would only run from the date of the purchase, and that, assum- 
ing the widow to have survived, the annuity would have run from the end 
of twelve months, when legacies are payable, or from such earlier period 
as the executors might think fit to pay legacies. But there is a 
fallacy in this argument. It is well settled that a simple gift of an 
annuity is a gift of an annuity commencing from the testator’s death, 
and we are unwilling to hold that a provision intended to secure the 
annuitant by purchasing a government annuity has the effect of depriving 
the annuitant of the whole annuity during the first year. In the absence 
of authority to the contrary, we are prepared to hold that the character of 
the annuity does not depend upon the form in which it is secured, and 
that in the absence of words defining the date of its commencement, it 
ought in all cases to commence from the testator’s death. The practice 
of the court in valuing an anauity where there is a deficient estate is 
always to ascertain its value at the death of the testator. The pur- 
chase of a government annuity may not be possible on the prescribed 
day when a particular time is prescribed. In such a case we think 
there is an implied gift of the annuity out of the testator’s estate 
from the prescribed day until the purchase is made. When no 
time is prescribed, there is an imp gift of the annuity from 
the testator’s death until the purchase is made. It was urged that in 
Dawson vy. Hearn the widow’ representatives were only given the sum 





which would have been required at the expiration of three months from 
the death to purchase the annuity. We have examined the decree, from 
which it appears that the bill only claimed this. The point was not 
argued and it would be wrong to treat the decree in that case as ve. 
We think that the learned judge was right in saying that the legacy 
which vested in the widow was a legacy of the amount req to 
urchase an annuity as from the date of the testatur’s death, and not 
rom any subsequent or ascertained period. It follows that in our opinion 
this appeal must be dismissed.—Counset, Eve, K.C., and Vaughan Hawkins ; 
Micklem, K.C., and 4. Roscoe. Soricrrons, Peacock ¢ Goddard, for H. § C. 
Collins, Reading ; Field, Roscoe, § Co., for Chalinder § Herrington, Hastings. 
(Reported by J. I. Srinurxo, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


HOLSWORTHY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL ». RURAL DISTRICT 
COUNCIL OF HOLSWORTHY. Warrington, J. 12th, 13th, and 
16th April. 

Loca Government — Creation or Urnsan Distaicr—Svsrraction or 

Parish rrom Rurat Districtr—Loss or Income—Marrers Reavurmine 


Apsustment—Compromise oF Cxiatms—Vauiprry—Locat Government 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 41), s. 62. 


It is no ground for setting aside a compromise by a public body that the claim 
or one of the claims, the subject of the compromise, was not well founded in law, 
provided such claim is put forward bona fide. 


Action. Until the early part of 1900 the district which is now the 
Holsworthy Urban District formed part of the rural district of Holsworthy. 
In 1900 the new urban district was duly constituted a separate urban 
district under the provisions of the Local Government Acts, 1888 and 1894. 
On the separation it became n » pursuant to the Local Government 
Act, 1888, s. 62, to adjust the property, income, debts, liabilities, and 
expenses affected by the separation. Under the Act this is to be done by 
agreement or by arbitration. The two councils appointed committees to 
deal with this matter, and after negotiations extending over a considerable 

eriod of time an agreement was arrived at. This agreement, dated the 
15th of May, 1901, recited what had taken place and continued: ‘‘ And 
whereas the rural council in respect of special expenses incurred by such 
council in or for the exclusive benefit of the transferred area and the 
urban council has made certain claims inst the rural council in res 
of general expenses incurred by the council in or for the joint benefit 
of the transferred area and the area comprised within the parish of 
Holsworthy Hamlets created by the hereinbefore recited order and the 
remainder of the rural district, the particulars.and amounts of which 
respective claims are specified and set out in the schedule hereto, 
And whereas it was agreed by and between the parties hereto that 
a balance of £63 10s. 9d. was due from the urban council to the 
rural council upon such last-mentioned respective claims. . . . And 
whereas the rural council has made certain additional claims against the 
urban council in respect of repairs to quarry fencing, in respect of 
expenses to be incurred in filling up disused quarries, and in respect of 
an estimated net annual loss in income of £150, owing to the transfer 
by the hereinbefore recited order, of rateable area from the rural district 
to the urban district, and the rural council has agreed to accept payment 
of the further sum of £1,500 by the instalments and in the manner herein- 
after stipulated in full satisfaction and discharge of all such additional 
claims and of all other claims, if any, which the rural council has or may have 
against the urban council in respect of any properties, income, debts, 
liabilities, or expenses affected by the said order’ it was witnessed that 
(clause 2) “‘ The rural council in consideration of the payments herein- 
after agreed to be made by the urban council doth hereby for itself and 
its successors absolutely discharge and release the urban council and its 
successors from all liability in respect of all and singular the additional 
claims hereinbefore meutioned and in respect of all other claims (if rad 
which the rural council has or may have tt the urban council 
respect of any property, income, debts, liabilities, or expe affected by 
the said order and in respect of any property, debts, or liabilities transf 
or retained under or by virtue of the said order or of the Local Government 
Act, 1894, to the intent that these presents shall be a final adjustment 
of all such property, income, debts, liabilities, and expenses as aforesaid.” 
The agreement then contained a covenant y &.-. urban council to pay 
to the rural council or its successors out of district fund and general 
district rate of the urban district the sum of £1,500 by thirty equal annual 
instalments of £50 each, the first of such instalments to be on the 
14th day of May, 1901. At this time there had been two decisions of the 
courts—Re Rochdale Union and Haslingden Union (1899, 1 Q. B. 540) and Re 
Bucks County Council and Herts weer Council (1899, 1 Q. B. 515)—which 
were to the effect that loss of rateable area me prey be treated as 
giving rise to a claim under the adjustment required by the Local Govern- 
ment Acts. Subsequently, however, these two cases were overruled 
by the House of Lords in Urban District Council of Caterham v. Rural 
District Council of Godstone (1904, A. O. 171). er mg oe council there- 
fore instituted this action for a declaration that it was not 
binding upon them. 1t was contended on behalf of the tiffs that the 
claim for nae for loss of income was not well founded in law, 
and therefore the compromise of this claim was u/trd vires the council and 
not binding on them. The defendants argued that the compromise was 
not in respect of any one claim, but in of a number of outstanding 
claims between the councils. The sum of £1,500 was not to be in 
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ultimately appears that the claim was unfounded: Dizon v. Evans (5 H. L. 
606), Bath’s case (8 Ch. 334). 

Warrincron, J., after stating the facts at some length, continued : The 
plaintiffs contend that it is wltrd vires a statutory body, such as the 
plaintiff council, to agree to make out of the rates a payment which they 
are not bound or entitled to make ; according to the decision of the House 
of Lords in Urban District Council of Caterham v. Rural District Council of 
Godstone (1904, A. C. 171) they are not bound or entitled to make any 
payment as compensation for loss of area, therefore to agree to make 
such a payment would be wlird vires. They further contend that the 
£1,500 payable under the agreement was to be paid, in part, as such 
compensation, and that, therefore, the agreement is ultrd vires, and not 
binding upon the plaintiffs. In my opinion the fallacy of this argument 
rests in the allegation or assumption that the £1,500 was to be paid, in 
part, as compensation for loss of area. In my opinion that is not the true 
view of the facts disclosed by the documents, including the agreement 
itself. In my opinion the true effect of what the two bodies did was to 
make a compromise of their respective claims. It is no ground for setting 
aside a compromise that the claim, or one of the claims made by one of 
the parties, was not well founded in law, provided it is put forward bond fide. 
There is no question in this present case that the claim in question was put 
forward perfectly bond fide by the rural district council. There is, further, 
no question that the agreement of May, 1901, which I have read was made 
by the two councils with perfect bona fides. That a compromise, if entered 
into bond fide, and if it does not involve the doing of an act by one of the 
parties which is itself ultra vires, may be made by and may be binding on 
a corporation just as on an individual is established by two cases—Dizon 
v. Evans and Bath’s case. Does the agreement in this case involve the 
doing of an act which is in itself udtra vires? In my opinion it does not. 
The payment of money by one of these corporations is not wlird vires. 
The object and purpose with which a particular payment is made may 
render that payment wltrd vires, and the whole question is, what is the 
object and purpose with which that payment is made? The object and 

for which the payment is made here is, the compromise and 
settlement of claims made by the rural district council against the urban 
district council. I will assume for the present purposes that there was 
no question between them, and they both thought that, in law, the claim 
could be sustained, and that the only question was, what was the amount 
of the claim? That, in my opinion, makes no difference. It may bea 
perfectly good subject of compromise to purchase the release of the claim 
made by one party against the other, and freedom from litigation, by 
making a payment which it is thought is a payment that could be 
legally enforced, perhaps not for that amount, but for a smaller amount, 
although it may afterwards turn out that the claim could not be enforced. 
To decide according to the contention of the plaintiffs in this case would 
seem to me to be most unfortunate, because the result would be that it 
would never in any case be competent for such a body as this to com- 
promise a claim made against it on the footing that such a claim might 
not be supported in law, inasmuch as it might turn out afterwards that 
the claim could not be supported in law, and the agreement would, if the 
plaintiffs’ argument be correct, be held to be ulira vires. In my judgment, 
therefore, this action fails, and there must be judgment for the defendants 
with costs.—CounseL, Danckwerts, K.C., and Kerly ; H. Terrell, K.O., and 
Pattisson. Soxicrrors, Carr, Scott, Smith, § Gorringe, for W. C. R. Peterson, 
Holsworthy ; Gibson ¢ Weldon, for A. P. Peter, Holsworthy. 


[Reported by Lrowanp T. Forp, Barrister-at-Law. | 


SHERWELL v. COMBINED INCANDESCENT MANTLES SYNDICATE 
(LIM.). Warrington, J. 26th April. 
Company—Suare Capitan Orrerep To THE Pvusiic ror SusscrrPTion— 


Minimum Svunscrrprion—Retuxn or APppiicaTion Monry—Companres 
Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vicr. c. 48), 5. 4 


A company issued a prospectus which was only circulated among the friends and 
acquaintances of the directors of the company. The minimum subscription stated 
in the prospectus was not subscribed, 

Held, that this was not an offer of share capital to the public for subscription 
within the meaning of section 4 of the Companies Act, 1900 (63 ¢ 64 Vict. o. 48), 
~ therefore an applicant was not entitled to have his application money returned 

im. 


Motion. The Combined Incandescent Mantles Sydicate (Limited) was 
incorporated on the 22nd of January, 1907, under the Companies Acts, 
1862-1900, with a capital of £33,000 divided into shares of $l each. A 
prospectus dated the 15th of February, 1907, was issued by the syndicate 
containing the names of five directors of the syndicate one of whom was 
the plaintiff John William Sherwell. The prospectus stated that the 
syndicate had been formed for the general purposes mentioned in the 
memorandum of association and, in particular, to take over an option for 
a contract dated the 21st of December, 1906. The prospectus also stated 
that the minimum subscription upon which the directors would proceed to 
allotment was £5,000, but the minimum subscription was not fixed by the 
memorandum or articles of association as required by section 4 of the 
Companies Act, 1900. The prospectus was headed “‘ Strictly private and 
confidential—not for publication,’’ and was circulated by the directors 
among their friends and acquaintances. No applications resulted 
from this circulation, but there had been applications for shares 
amounting to £3,812, and the sum of £1,906 had been paid on such 
application. The plaintiff had applied for £1,410 shares and had 

1 £705 in respect of them. The minimum subscription not 
ving been subscribed within forty days of the issue of the prospectus 
the plaintiff claimed the return of £705 from the defendant syndicate and 
an injunction t the defendant syndicate and the London and County 
Co, ( ted) to restrain the defendant syndicate from drawing 





upon, and the bank from parting with, any moneys standing to the credit 
of the defendant syndicate. The Companies Act, 1900, provides (section 
4 (1)) no allotment shall be made of any share capital of a company 
offered to the public for subscription unless certain provisions have been 
| complied with, which it was admitted had not been complied with in the 
| present case. Section 4 (4) provides that if the conditions have not been 
complied with on the expiration of forty days after the issue of the 
 agpoar all money received from applicants for shares shall be returned. 
|The section only applies where shares are offered to the public for 
| subscription. 

Warninoron, J., in giving judgment, said: The motion is founded on 
a supposed right of the plaintiff as an applicant for shares to have the 
money returned to him under section 4 (4) of the Companies Act, 1900. 
(His lordship then read the sub-section, and continued :] The contention 
of the plaintiff is that he is entitled to be repaid by virtue of that section 
and that if the money at the bank is drawn out by the company he 
will lose what he would get under that sub-section. In this 
case it is not denied that if the share capital was offered to the 
public for subscription then the conditions were not complied with. 
The question is a pure question of fact. Has the plaintiff made outa 
prima facie case that the share capital was offered to the public for sub- 
scription? ‘This company is a promotion syndicate not intended to carry 
on business, but was formed by a few gentlemen for the purpose of 
obtaining an option which might afterwards ripen into a valuable property 
to be worked by the ultimate company. In my opinion, on the evidence, 
it was never intended to apply, and the syndicate never did apply, to the 
public for subscription. The only statement in support is that the 
directors did have 1,000 copies of the prospectus printed headed ‘Strictly 
private and confidential—not for publication,’’ the intention being that 
the persons interested in the syndicate should approach their friends with 
a view to obtaining subscriptions, and that the prospectus was a con- 
venient form of putting before their friends the particulars of the 
company. Is that offering the share capital of the company for public 
subscription? I think that the offer to the public of share capital must 
be made by the company, not by some individual without authority from 
the company. It means an offer of shares to anybody who chooses to 
come in and apply for shares. The only evidence I have of any offer is that 
some of the directors had about twenty copies of the prospectus, and one, 
Houssart, had 200 copies which were sent out to people, friends of the 
directors, but without authority from the company. There was nothing 
on the part of the company except the intention to keep the shares in the 
syndicate for those interested and such few friends as they might invite to 
come in. The plaintiff has not made out that any share capital has been 
offered to the public for subscription, and therefore the motion must fail. 
—Counszt, Rowden, K.C., and Boome ; Norton, K.C., and Stamp; E. 8. Ford. 
Soxicrrors, Geo. § Wm. Webb; H. Wray Bliss; Burchell, Wilde, § Co. 


[Reported by Lzonarv T. Forp, Barrister-at-Law.| 








High Court—King’s Bench 
Division: 
HOOPER v. FURNESS RAILWAY CO. Div. Court. 16th April. 


Carnrren—P.easure Tarrp—Passencern—Conpitions on Ticket Issugp ON 
Boarp—NOorIce. 


The defendants issued on board one of their pleasure steamers a ticket to the 
plaintiff’, who was a passenger. On the face of the ticket were the words, ‘‘ At 
passenger’s own risk,’’ and there were also conditions on the back. The plaintiff 
while on board met with an accident. In an action to recover damages the county 
court judge awarded the plaintiff £50. The company appealed, on the ground that 
the conditions on the ticket saved them from liability, and that the judge had mis- 
directed himself in deciding that no reasonably sufficient notice of the conditions 
was given to the plaintiff, who he found did not observe or read any notice printed 
upon the ticket. 

Held, that the judge had come to a right conclusion, and had put the proper 
questions to himself to decide the liability of the company in the circumstances for 
the negligence of their servants. 


Appeal by the defendants from a judgment of the county court judge 
sitting at Barrow-in-Furness in an action by the plaintiff claiming 
damages for personal injuries received on board one of the defendants’ 
steamers. ‘Ihe plaintiff went on board at Fleetwood for an evening cruise. 
The passengers took their tickets when on board, and on the face of the 
tickets issued to them were the words ‘‘ At passenger’s own risk,”’ and 
there were also conditions on the back. While on board the plaintiff 
sustained an injury to his hand caused by the negligence of the defendants’ 
servants and brought the action in the county court for damages. The 
county court judge gave judgment for the plaintiff for £50. The 
company appealed on the ground that the learned judge had misdirected 
himself in holding that there was no reasonably suflicient notice given to 
the plaintiff that the ticket contained conditions purporting to save them 
from liability. For the defendants the following cases were cited: Watkins 
v. Rymill (10 Q. B. D. 178), Parker v. South-Eastern Railway Co. (2 0. P. D. 
416). Counsel for the plaintiff was not heard. 

Tue Court (Ripiey and Bray, JJ.) held that there was evidence to 
support the findings of the learned judge, who had put the proper questions 
to himself, and therefore judgment had rightly been entered for the 
plaintiff. Appeal dismissed.—Counset, Harold Russell; Adair Roche. 
Soxtcrrons, Currie ¢ Co.; Maples, Teesdale, $ Co., for F. W. Watson, 


Manchester. 
[Reported by Easxixz Rarp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re SAUMAREZ, Ex parte THE TRUSTEE. C,A.No.2. 26th April. 


Bankruptcy—Derep or ARRANGEMENT—REGISTRATION—DEEDS OF ARRANGE- 
MENT Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. c..57), ss. 4, 5, 6, 19, 


A deed of arrangement for the benefit of certain creditors named therein and for 
no others does not require registration under the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887, , 
as a deed of arrangement for the benefit of creditors generally. ' 


Appeal from a decision of Bigham, J. (reported ante, p. 357). In | 
October, 1905, the bankrupt got into difficulties and called a meeting of 
his pressing creditors. As the result of the meeting a memorandum was 
executed by the bankrupt and those creditors, whereby the creditors agreed 
to take no —— against the bankrupt in consi on of his agree- 
ing to hand over certain director's fees and other assets to a trustee to be 
appointed for the creditors. In pursuance of the above memorandum the 
bankrupt executed a deed on the 15th of Jan » 1906, whereby he 
assigned his assets to a trustee for the benefit of the creditors who had 
joined in the memorandum and for no others. Neither the memorandum 
nor the deed of assignment was registered in accordance with sections 5 
and 6 of the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. On the 20th of September, 
1906, a receiving order was made against the bankrupt; he was adjudi- 
cated on the 24th of September, and a trustee was appointed on the 12th 
of October. On the 20th of March, 1907, the trustee moved before 
Bigham, J., for an order setting aside the deed on the ground that it was 
void for want of registration. Bigham, J., dismissed the application, 
whereupon the trustee appealed. Oounsel for the appellant contended 
that when a debtor deals with any class of creditors, especially when there 
is an arrangement that the majority of the class has power to bind the 
minority, the deed must be registered. Section 4 of the Deeds of 
Arrangement Act applies the provisions of that Act to assignments 
‘for the benefit of creditors generally,’’ but the definition section 
(section 19) enlarges the meaning of ‘“‘ creditors generally’’ by defin- 
ing those words as including ‘‘all creditors who may assent or take 
the benefit of a deed of arrangement.’’ This being a deed for the benefit 
of all the creditors who have the right to take the benefit of it is a deed 
‘‘ for the benefit of creditors generally.’’ They referred to the dicta of 
—— Williams, L.J., in Hedges v. Preston (80 L. T., at p. 849). Counsel 
for the respondent contended that the object of the definition in section 19 
was to bring within the Act deeds in the form which was very common 
before the assing of the Act, viz., for the benefit of certain named 
creditors and of ‘all other creditors who may accede to these presents.’’ 
In defining the words “‘assignment . . . forthe benefit of creditors 
generally ’’ in the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 4, sub-section 1 (a), the 
court has held that a deed of assignment for the benefit of trade creditors 
only is not an assignment for the benefit of creditors generally : Re Phillips, 
Ex parts Barton (49 W. R. 16; 1900, 2 Q. B. 329). 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—In this case I cannot differ from the ju ent 
of Bigham, J., and I come to that conclusion with regret, for I think that 
this decision tends to shew a possible omission in the Deeds of Arrange- 
ment Act, 1887. The present deed is one which only contemplates eleven 
creditors coming in under it, and leaves a considerable number outside 
who have no option of taking the benefit of it. section 4 of the 
Deeds of Arrangement Act alone it is impossible to say that such a deed is 
‘* for the benefit of creditors generally.’’ It has been ar, that section 
19 entirely changes the meaning of “‘ creditors generally,”’ but in my view 
section 19 means no more than this, that a deed which on the face of it is 
not for the benefit of all the creditors—e.g., because it fixes a time limit 
within which creditors who wish to come in under it must signify their 
assent—is none the less within the Act although all the creditors may not 
have assented to it. With regard to the dicta of Vaughan Williams, LJ., 
in Hedges v. Preston, when they are fairly read it is clear that they were 
not necessary for the decision of that case, nor are they really in point in 
the present case. 

Barnes, P.—I concur. The view contended for here is that section 19 
so extends section 4 as to make a deed for the benefit of some few creditors 
a deed for the benefit of creditors generally. I with the contention 
for the respondent that it applies to deeds for certain named creditors and 
all others who may accede thereto. It contemplates a deed already started 
to which all the other creditors may sewn assent. 

Kennepy, L.J.—The correctness of the judgment of Bigham, J., is 
clear. I should be sorry to construe a definition clause in a statute so as 
to make such an extension of or difference in the meaning of words used in 
8 prior clause as has been contended for by the ap t. I think that the 
definition clause was inserted so as to include d in the form mentioned 
by counsel for the respondent. I cannot myself see that the dicta of 
Vaughan Williams, L.J., are in favour of the appellant. It has been 
contended that a deed for the benefit of a class of creditors comes within 
the Act, but what Vaughan Williams, L J., saysis: ‘“‘Ifthedeed .. . 
is a deed for the benefit of creditors as a class the deed is one which comes 
within the Act.’’ Appeal dismissed.—Counsei, Horridge, K.O., and 
Hansell ; Gore- Browne, K.0., and Van Neck. Soxicrrons, Spyer ¢ Sons ; 
Wingfield § Blew. 

{Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 








The Rule Committee Bill was read a third time in the House of Lords 
and passed on the 25th ult. 

The annual general meeting of the Barristers’ Benevolent Association 
will be held next Wednesday, the 8th of May, in the Middle Temple 





Societies. 


The Law Society. 


SPECIAL GENERAL MEETING. 


~ 

A special general meeting of the Law Society was held at the Society’s 
Hall, Chancery-lane, on Friday, the 26th ult., the President, Mr. Henny 
Artz (London), taking the chair. There was a attendance, and the 
follo were am ose present: Mr. Edmund Kell Blyth (Vice-Presi- 
dent), Mr. Thomas William Bischoff, Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mr. Frank 
Dawes, Mr. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. William Francis Fladgate, Mr. 
Willism Edward Foster (Aldershot), Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr. William 
Edward Gillett, Mr. Henry Edward Gribble, Sir John Hollams, Mr. William 
John Humfrys (Hereford), Mr. H James Johnson, Mr. William George 
King, Mr. Wilmot Lee, Mr. Henry Manisty, Mr. Charles Berkel 
on), Mr. Richard Pennin, , Mr. Thomas Rawle, 
Albert Kaye Rollit, B.A., LL.D., D.C.L., Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, 
Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor, Mr. Walter Trower, Mr. Arthur Wightman 
(Sheffield), Mr. William Howard Winterbotham, and Mr. Philip Witham, 
members of the Council; Mr. Alfred Howard Burgess (Leicester), Mr. 
John Cullimore (Chester), Mr. Thomas ( hton), Mr. les 
Elton Longmore (Hertford), Mr. Arthur m Peake (Leeds), Mr. 
Robert Pybus (Newcastle-on Tyne), Mr. Charles Edward Stevens 
(Liverpool). and Mr. Francis Sturge (Bristol), extraordinary members ; 
Mr. LW. Williamson (Secretary), Mr. 8S. P. Buckuill (assistant 
secretary), and Mr. E. R. Cook (clerk to the committees). 


Prizes, Honours ExaMrnatrions. 


The Presipent presented the prizes awarded to the successful candidates 
at the Final Examinations in January and March as follows: January— 
First class (in order of merit): Mr. J. F. Chadwick, Kidderminster ; " 
Mark Rutherford, Bath; Mr. F. T. Vincent Isherwood, B.Sc. (Lond.), 
LL.B. aot Bootle. Second class (in alphabetical order): Mr. 
Christopher W. Martin, Blackpool; Mr. H. W. Port, Brighton; Mr. A. 
Gordon Reed, Welshpool ; Mr. Turberville Smith, London ; Mr. Donald CO. 
Tewson, London ; Me. O. Spottiswoode Weir, London; and Mr. J. A. 
Young, Manchester. Third pm (in alphabetical order): Mr. J. Kennedy 
Allerton, Carlisle; Mr. F. C. Bennett, don ; Mr. E. A. Davidson, B.A. 
(Lond.), London; Mr. A. G. Eccleston, Wem; Mr. Neville A. G. 
Lavington, Bristol ; and Mr. Hy. Noyes, Aberystwyth. The Council had 
accordingly given class certificates and awarded prizes of books as follows: 
Mr. Chadwick, the Clement’s-inn prize, value about £10, and the Daniel 
Reardon prize, value about twenty guineas ; Mr. Rutherford, the Clifford’s- 
inn prize, value five guineas; Mr. Isherwood, the New-inn prize, value 
five guineas ; Mr. Weir, the John Mackrell prize, value about £12. The 
Council gave class certificates to the candidates in the second and third 
classes. March.—No prizes were awarded in the first class. Second class 
(in alphabetical order): Mr. Thomas Wright Carson, Keighley; Mr. W. 
Helm Hadfield, Stockport; Mr. John Ismay, Newcastle-on-Tyne ; Mr. 
J. D. Hamilton Osborne, Birmingham; Mr. T. W. Ewart Phillips, 
Tredegar; Mr. W. R. Strickland, B.A. (Oxon.), London ; Mr. Granville 
Tyser, LL.B. (Lond.), London. Third class (in alphabetical order): Mr. 
R. Warner Beswick, Hanley; Mr. Guy Durnford, London; Mr. A. 
Mansell Greirson, Liverpool; Mr. Claude W. Marshall, Ipswich. The 
Council awarded to Mr. Tyser the John Mackrell prize of books, value 
about £12, and gave class certificates. 


Tue Lare Me. Waiu1aM WILLIaAMs. 


The Presipent said that he should like before the business of the meet- 
ing was commenced to refer to one or two matters which had received the 
attention of the Council. First of all, he a the meeting would be 
sorry that there had fallen out of the ranks of the profession one who for 
many years was present at these general meetings ; he was referring to 
the Tate Mr. William Williams, who was the president of the society in 
the year 1865 and for forty-eight years a member of the Council, and at 
the time of his resignation he was the senior member of the Council. 
During all that long series of eo he had rendered most valuable service 
some of those present probably knew how valuable those services were. 
They had received the recognition of the law officers of the Crown and the 
Chancellors, especially in relation to Chancery reform and the concentra- 
tion into one p of the courts of justice and the offices connected with 
them, and there were several other prominent matters in which he had 
taken the greatest interest. He had a sound F ap cose on all cases arising 
out of real property law, and his services to the society and the profession 
were of very great value. He thought the meeting would like that he 
should have made some slight mention of his services, though he could not 
stay long to dwell upon them at that meeting. 


Brus 1x PaRLiaAMENT. 


In his address at Manchester he (the President) had made reference to 
certain Bills which had been pre at the instance of the society for 


caused inconvenience and —— in practice. He had also referred to a 
aot fot rheee Bills bad souk w ened le tion, but owing to 
Acts. ese me very favourable reception, 

lack of time and pressure of business certain objections taken by the 
Council of the Bar and the Conveyancers’ Institute could not be 

and the Bills had to be ° Ho was hapay tony Gat Soe 

Council of Bar, and they 

these difficulties. Those Bills had now been settled by the Council of 





Hall, at 4.30 p.m., the Attorney-General being in the chair. 





the 
Bar, and would be introduced into the House of Commons, and the 
Donnell bad Couey aupeetotion thas they would have a good reception and 
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would become law before the end of the session. The Chancellor had been 
very good and sympathetic towards the Council, and so had other law 
lords, and they had the greatest confidence that those Bills would become 
law and would be of great benefit to the profession. 


Lone VACATION. 


The members would have seen also that the Long Vacation had been 
altered. Of course that would necessarily affect the society to some 
extent, because the next general meeting would have to be held a little 
earlier than formerly, because the vacation would now begin on the Ist of 
August and terminate on the 30th of September. This was part of the 
change the Council had advocated, but they had not got quite all that 
they wanted, and it would be the endeavour of the Council to get the Long 
Vacation shortened, and they would still continue their efforts in that 
direction. It would be a very great help to have got thus far and it 
would be seen how far the alterations in the circuits would work. 


Court or ArpkRaL, 


He ought to state that the Lord Chancellor had introduced a Bill 
wherein it was proposed that the Court of Appeal might for a time 
consist of two judges sitting together. The Council felt that this was not 

uite conducive to the administration of justice, aud they had represented 
eir views to the Lord Chancellor, who was most courteous, and invited 
them to send in further suggestions, which they had done. 


Kine’s Bencn Division. 


They stated that in their opinion there should be an increase in the 
judges in the King’s Bench Division. The meeting would not expect that 
e should go into detail about it, but he would like them to know what 
the Council had done. 
Rute Committee. 

They would also notice that the Rule Committee Bill had been read a 
second time in the House of Lords on the 23rd inst. The object of the 
Bill was to place two solicitors on the committees instead of one. ‘T'ne 
Lord Chief Justice, in supporting the second reading, thought it would be of 
great advantage to the practical work and administration of justice from 
the solicitors’ point of view. This, it would be remembered, was a view 
that the society had always taken, and the Council w-re glad to recognize 
the willingness of the Lord Chancellor to meet their wishes in this respect. 


UNDISCHARGED BANxkRurts. 


He just wanted to mention one subject. The Council had been obliged, 
under the Act which was passed last year, to refuse certificates to a larger 
number of men than he had thought they would have found necessary. 
The meeting would remember that th» Bill was passed last year which 
enabled the Council to withhold the certilicates from those who were 
undischarged bankrupts or from men whom they thought unfit to carry 
on their profession. There had been appeals from the Council’s decision, 
but hé was glad to say that in every case the decision of the Council had 
been upheld both by the late Master of the Rolls, Lord Collins, and the 
present Master of the Rolls. He wanted to warn solicitors—he thought it was 
right that he should take this opportunity of saying—that all solicitors 
who had not got their discharge next year would certainly not be entitled 
to and would not receive their certificates to practise, so that he hoped that 
within the short time that existed between now and the autumn, when 
the time came round for their renewal, they would use due diligence to 
put their house in order, so that they might come before the Council with 
a clean sheet, because they might take it perfectly clear that the Council 
had determined that they would not grant certificates to gentlemen who 
were undischarged bankrupts. He had received from time to time letters 
from friends of those who were in this unfortunate position. He could 
not undertake to reply to such letters, and he did beg that the friends of 
those who had been unfortunate would abstain from so doing, because it 
was quite impossible for the Council to depart from their decision not to 
deal with individual cases, but to treat all cases in a similar way. It had 
given them very great pain, but they were obliged to lay down a hard and 
fast rule, and they were compelled to apply it in all cases 

Lanp Transrer Act. 


Mr. J. 8. Rusinsremw (London) had given notice of the following motion, 
which was adjourned from the special general meeting held on the 25th of 
January last; ‘‘ That this meeting desires strongly to urge on the Council 
the expediency of taking at once active steps to give effect to the many 
resolutions on the subject of the compulsory registration of the title to land 

ed during the last four years at various meetings of the society, and 
particularly the resolutions passed in April last regarding the urgent need 
of obtaining a suspension of the order applying the compulsory provisions 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, to the County of London, so that land- 
owners in London may have an option to register, or not, as they deem 
best in their own interest.’’ He said he had anticipated that the chairman 
would have made some remarks in regard to it. He (Mr, Rubinstein) had 
gone very fully into the matter and the arguments in support of the motion 
at the last general meeting and owing to the representations made from the 
Council table he had consented to adjourn its consideration to the present 
meeting in the hope that in the meantime the Council would seriously con- 
sider the subject and tell the meeting what, if anything, they had done in 
the matter. If he was to understand that the matter was left entirely to 
the meeiing he thought that, having regard to the fact that he so very 
recently went into the whole of the arguments, he would simply leave it to 
the meeting to vote upon. 

The Paesipent said that on Mr. Rubinstein’s invitation he would state 
what the Council had done. He had very much pleasure in making a short 
statement in regard to the matter, but what he had not wished to do was 
to prevent Mr. Rubinstein from giving expression to any particular 





remarks he might wish to make on the subject. He thought the meeting 
would know that this was a matter to which the Council had given the 
geeatest possible attention, but he had thought at the time when the 
motion was brought forward that it would be rather undesirable that any 
special resolution should be passed. But various steps had been taken by 
the Council bringing to the attention of the Legislature and the general 
public the unfortunate result which had ensued from the Order in 
Council on the 18th of July, 1898, which applied compulsory registra- 
tion to the whole of the County of London. The meeting kaew that 
towards the end of January the Council caused to be prepared observa- 
tions of a very exhaustive character on the report of the registrar to the 
Lord Chancellor as to the working of the registry from 1902 to 1905, and 
these were extensively circulated. They were sent to many newspapers 
and periodicals in London and the provinces, and the press had taken 
notice of them. The legal papers had inserted articles commenting upon 
the observations and they had been very generally regarded as a strong 
argument in favour of the revocation of the order imposing compulsory 
registration. In this way the Council had tried to bring home to the 
minds of the public not only the uselessness of registration in facilitating 
or cheapening the transfer of land, but the actual danger it created of 
rendering it more complicated. Not only that, but the Council had 
approached and had ascertained the views of the different members of 
the London County Council. As the meeting knew, the Council must 
not be politicians, and they were not politicians, but they had thought 
they might very properly find out what were the views entertained by the 
individual members of the London County Council, and he was glad to 
say that they had found that a very large number of those members were 
favourably disposed to meet their wishes in getting rid of compulsory 
registration. But when they realized what it was to have a large body 
like the London County Council re-elected they must all feel that 
they had first of all to get themselves settled down into working 
order. The members were disiributed over different committees, who 
would have to deal with the different matters, and the Oouncil had 
thought that it would be unwise at the moment to press the matter. 
They had consulted some very eminent members of the London County 
Council, and they had been advised that it would not be wise to 
attempt immediately to bring such a question as this before them 
until they had got really into working order. But the Oouncil 
had done all that they could, and he did not think it possible for 
them to have done anything more. He had been anxious not to interfere, 
as if he had wanted to anticipate Mr. Rubinstein’s remarks, because Mr, 
Rubinstein had rather thought—he was quite sure Mr. Rubinstein was 
mistaken to some extent—that he had been not quite as easy with Mr. 
Rubinstein as he ought to have been at the provincial meeting at 
Manchester. But there had been no wish on his (the President’s) part to 
prevent discussion, and he had not liked to intervene now. But he would 
suggest that if Mr. Rubinstein had confidence in the Council, and the 
meeting had confidence in them also, they would allow the matter to 
remain without passing any resolution. He would suggest to Mr. 
Rubinstein that perhaps he would like to withdraw his motion. 


Mr, Cuas. Forp (London): Before that happens I should like to say 
as relating to the London County Council, because I served on that 
body-——— 

The Pxesipent observed that Mr. Ford was out of order. Mr. Rubinstein 
was in possession of the meeting. 

Mr. Forpv: Is Mr. Rubinstein going to reply ? 

Mr. Rusrnsrern said he had not yet brought the motion forward. 

Mr. Forpv: What did you sit down for? 

Mr. Rvuntsrern said that it was in order that the chairman should make 
some observations. He had listened carefully to what the President had 
stated and he recognized certainly that the Council had apparently taken a 
great deal of trouble over this subject. He was aware of that fact, and 
that they were earnestly desirous of doing what was in their power to 
bring this terrible system, which was such an infliction upon land owners, 
toanend. He did not feel that he ought to withdraw the motion, because 
it would be withdrawing a little of the pressure which was so useful to the 
Council itself in dealing with the matter, as it satisfied the authorities 
when they were brought in touch with them that they were really com- 
pelled to do what they were doing on account of the strong feeling which 
existed among the practitioners that there should be a limit to this system 
in the interest of the public. Perhaps, if he might say so, the Council 
might not object to the motion if the terms on which he had pressed it at the 
last general meeting were modified, and if he adopted what he believed was 
the practice of the society, and simply recommend the Council instead of 
urging it upon them—simply recommended to the Council the expediency 
of keeping before them the many resolutions passed upon the subject. In 
that form perhaps the Council would see their way to allow the motion 
to pass to shew that at all events the body of solicitors were in favour of 
something being done. He would, therefore, alter the resolution to read : 
‘That this meeting recommends to the Council the expediency of keeping 
prominently before them the many resolutions on the subject of the com- 
pulsory registration of the title to land passed during the last four years 
at various meetings of the society, and particularly the resolutions passed 
in April last regarding the urgent need of obtaining a suspension of the 
order applying the compulsory provisions of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
to the County of London, so that landowners in London may have an option 
to register, or not, as they deem best in their own interest.’’ 


Mr. Forp seconded the motion. He remarked that the alteration was . 


a most valuable one, and he felt sure that it would be immediately 
accepted by the whole of the Council. It was almost impossible that the 
Council could oppose it after the very gratifying remarks of the President. 
This gave him the opportunity of saying that during the nine years he had 
served on the county council he had distinctly understood that the votes 
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on this question were purely party votes. Mr. Radford was a member at 
that time, and the attitude taken up by the London County Council was 
really not material as to their opinion in the matter. It was a question of 
the Moderates and the Progressives, the voting being always party voting. 
He was perfectly satisfied that the majority of those who voted did not 
bother their heads about it one way or the other. The profession were 
very much indebted to Mr. Rubinstein for his zeal. He had been present 
at the discussion by the county council, and an ex-president of the 
society had also been present. It was a most interesting occasion, and 
the voting was on party lines, as he had said. With every respect for the 
high municipal authorities, he did hope the Council would not pay too 
much attention to their votes one way or the other upon this professional 
question. 

The Presivent said he thought the Council could very cordially accept 
Mr. Rubinstein’s motion, because it only conveyed and gave expression to 
their attitude towards the question, which was one of unwearied and 
unceasing vigilance. What he should like to say, was that they as a 
profession were not in this matter selfish. He would not be there to 
defend any action as to getting rid of this compuision if he thought 
honestly that the system of registration was for the benefit of their clients. 
But recent investigations and recent indications on the part of the 
merchants of the City of London, and especially the builders who had to 
work in the County of London, shewed him that the system was not as it 
now stood well adapted for the purpose of simplifying and cheapening the 
transfer of land from one person to another, and that it did not meet with 
the real wishes of their clients, the public, who thought it was the duty of 
the solicitors to watch over them, and not merely consult their own selfish 
interests in thefhatter. He hoped the motion would be passed without 
discussion. 

The motion was unanimously adopted. 


Exxction to CounciL. 


Mr. G. H. Ravrorp, M.P. (London), had given notice of the following 
motion: ‘* That bye-law No. 40 be altered by the insertion after the word 
‘re-election ’ of the words ‘ after the expiration of one year from the date of 
retirement.’’’ Bye-law 40 is as follows: ‘‘On the day of the annual 
general meeting in each year, the ten members of the Council who have 
been longest in office shall go out of office, and their places shall be filled 
by election, and any case of doubt or difficulty arising as between members 
who have been in office for the same length of time shall be decided by 
agreement among those members, or, in default of agreement, then by 
lot. A retiring member is eligible for re-election. The outgoing members 
of the Council shall be considered as in office not only until the meeting 
shall break up or adjourn, but until others shall be respectively elected in 
their place.’’ 

The Presipent said that it became apparent to him when he had come 
to consider the motion that it would be ultra vires and illegal, and the 
Council had taken the opinion of counsel upon the question, and that was 
the opinion which he had expressed, and he had added that the motion 
ought not to be put to the meeting. Upon that opinion he (the President) 
must act. He had at once communicated with . Radford, and he (the 
President) did not think, though he was obliged not to allow the motion 
to be put to the meeting, that it would be quite generous for him to 
say very much about it. But he had thought that perhaps Mr. Radford 
might not think he was acting ungenerously towards him if he said that 
the Council had taken counsel’s opinion. Of course Mr. Radford as a 
member of the society knew, as they all knew, that the Council had 
circulated a memorandum for their instruction in the matter, not, as had 
been stated in one of the papers, begging the members to vote against it, 
but with the object of informing the members as to the true state of 
matters. And the Council had received a very large response. He might 
say that there had not been received a single letter from any law society 
completely in accord with Mr. Radford’s motion, but the great majority 
had been entirely opposed to it. He should like to say that the Council 
had a committee sitting which was very anxiously considering the question 
of all the arrangements and matters connected with the election of 
members of the Council, and any suggestion that any of the members 
liked to make would be cordially received. He wanted to act with full 
courtesy to Mr. Radford. He thought that they all as Englishmen would 
feel rather sorry that one was obliged to take the line he was compelled to 
take, and that it was his duty to take, because he did not like to shut the 
door on discussion at all. It seemed to him that that was not quite an 
English way of dealing with such matters, and he would be very much 
obliged if the meeting would allow Mr. Radford to make any remarks he 
thought proper. He could not allow a general discussion because of what 
he had said, but he should feel pleased if the meeting would allow Mr. 
Radford to state what he would have stated in case he had formally 
moved the motion and he had been able to accept it, because they would 
all of them, especially those on the Council, like to hear everything that 
could be said against the Council. There was not one of them who felt he 
was merely a sort of Pope and infallible, and they would be very glad to 
hear the remarks of Mr, Radford. 

Mr. R. W. Drepry (London) asked if he was to understand the President 
to rule the motion was out of order, and if so was the time of the meeting 
to be wasted by hearing a speech which must end in nothing whatever? 
He strongly objected to it. 

The Presipent said it was illegal and out of order, and therefore if it 
was objected to it could not be permitted. He could not allow any dis- 
cussion upon it. 

Mr. Foxp rose upon a point of order. He asked seriously if there was 
any authority or any precedent for a motion being discussed from the 
chair before it was moved by its proposer, He had never heard of such a 


Mr. Raprorp said he understood he was indebted to the courtesy of the 
President for the opportunity of making a few remarks, and to the courtesy 
of the meeting, in order that he might state the reasons which he had had in 
putting the motion on the paper, and the course which he proposed to take 
under the circumstances in which he now found himself. Although the 
motion involved the daring og mate that it was possible that the con- 
stitution of the Council might be me, se yet he had no desire whatever 
to make a personal attack upon the Council or on any of its members. Any- 
thing he might have to say would be purely impersonal, and directed rather 
to constitutional than to personal matters. Indeed, he had a ar te 
genuine respect for the Council, and was grateful to them for the great wo! 
they had done in connection with the profession and the society, and he had, 
of course, an attachment for many members of the Council whom he had 
the pleasure of knowing, so that anyone who had come to the mee 
expecting him to make an attack on the Council would be disappoin 
entirely. The men on the Council were men of high standing in the 
profession, and, what was more to his present purpose, men of very long 
standing. He had taken out some figures on the subject. They were 
figures which were accessible to anyone who would study the Law List, 
but he believed they were not generally known, and they suggested to 
anyone who considered them that some reform was needed, and urgently 
needed. He found from that authority that the youngest member of the 
Council had an experience of twenty-one years in the profession from the 
time of his admission, and that the oldest member of the Council had a 
similar experience of sixty-three years, and he found that the collective 
legal experience of the members of the Council—thirty-nine in all, at the 
present time~amounted to no less than 1,613 years. It was an appalling 
thought that more than sixteen ceaturies of legal experience was sitting 
at the Council table, and he was astonished at his audacity in standing up 
before all this accumulated weight of legal experience and suggesting that 
everything was not for the best in the society. But, notwithstanding 
that, he would venture to proceed. Pursuing the matter further, he 
found that the average legal experience of the men on the Council was 
between forty-one and forty-two years. Now he came to the delicate 
question of the actual age of the members of the Council. Here he was 
bound to take something for granted, but assuming that the members of 
the Council were twenty-two years of age when they were admitted, if to 
that twenty-two was added forty-two, it would be seen that that 
brought it to sixty-four years. That, he believed, was about the 
average age of the members of the Council. He thought the meeting 
would agree with him that, beside their other shining merits, the 
durability of the Council was their most distinguishing characteristic. 
It was facts like these which gave rise to the common saying that the 
Council were a happy race of men who seldom died and never resigned, 
What was the cause of this exceptionally high level of seniority? It was 
to be found in the practice of perpetual re-election. The members of the 
Council had been elected and re-elected many times. Ten of the 
members, as the meeting knew, went out of office every year, but they 
were invariably re-elected. They came before the society like wen | 
decimals in an unvarying and unending procession, and hence it hap 

that a man who was elected on the Council, full of zeal and capacity for 
the public service, might outlive his zeal and his capacity, but he would 
still be re-elected. One might be assured that when once a man was 
nominated effectively for the Council nothing but the rude hand of death, 
or perhaps the ey | rude hand of bankruptcy, which seemed to be 
contemplated in the bye-law 42, could rob the society of his services— 
the bye-law specifically referred to the subject of bankruptcy, Let him 
remind the meeting that if the members of the Council were in the Civil 
Service the great majority of them would have been compulsorily super- 
annuated ; and let him further put this to the meeting, that if the sum 
total of the age of the members of the Council were equally dis- 
tributed between them every one of them would either be compulsorily 
superannuated to-day or would be within a few months of that 
unfortunate event. He did not want it to be sup that he was 
making any attack upon the older members of the Council, that was far 
from his wish. He was told, and well believed it, that some of the 
oldest members were the most efficient. They were like Moses, that fine 
old law-giver, of whom it was said in the last years of his life that his e 
was not dimmed nor his natural force abated. And the Council w 

see the propriety of his reference to themselves when he reminded them 
that, like the members of the Council, he never resigned but died in 
harness at the age of 120, and that was likely to be the fate of 
all the members of the Council unless the society took pity on their 
declining years and pass some such reform as he had indicated. The fact 
was, to put it shortly, that the government of the society had degenerated 
into a ‘‘Gerontocracy.’”’ A Gerontocracy, he might remind the com ny 
the government of a community by ite oldest citizens. He would not 
discuss its merits as a form of government, because he thought the meeting 
would agree that it was not a good form of S gpeene gre forany community, 
particularly for a society like their own, He was making no attack u 
the aged members of the Council, but he did think that they, as well as 
young members, should periodically submit themselves to the test of 
election, That brought to the main subject, and might he say with- 
out fear of contradiction that there had been no effective election 
the year 1893—that was his view. He did not say that there h 
before, but he mentioned the year 1893 because in the year 1 
Council had introduced an innovation. It might mem 
hear that the Council had introduced an innovation, but they did 
year 1894, Whereas before that date they had been contented 
supporting the re-election of their colleagues, in that year they 
introdu an innovation which was to the effect that 
themselves should nominate for vacancies caused by the 
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the re-election of their retiring colleagues, but they ensured that they 
should get the vacancies caused by death. Since that time no candidate 
nominated by the Council had failed to be elected, and no candidate not 
nominated by them had succeeded. That proved that there had been no 
effective election since that time. 

The Prestpent: Do you suggest that it would have been desirable that 
those candidates should have been elected who were not nominated by the 
Council ? 

Mr. Raprorp said that with great submission he would prefer to proceed 
in his own way. In the year 1894 there were forty members of the 
Council, as at present. What had become of them? Twenty of them 
happily snovieel, and were, of course, still on the Council. Twenty were 
jad, and they had been replaced by twenty others, each of ‘whom had 
been nominated by the President and Vice-President of the society. 

Mr. Forp: A house list. 

Mr. Raprorp said he did not say that it was a house list. He would 
confine himself to the facts. Going on in this way it was quite clear 
that before long the whole of the Council would consist of members who 
had been ordained by the laying on of hands of the President and Vice- 
President for the time being, and that the society would have abandoned 
the system of election contemplated by the charter for a kind of legal 
apostolical succession. The fact was that the election had broken down 
entirely. It had been superseded by nomination. The elections had 
become a farce. Members did not vote; they felt that it was no use. 
They had no control over the Council, and the Council had no sense of 
support of the members of the society. That deplorable state of 
things he desired to remedy. If the present practice was approved 
by the members of the society, of course they would reject any such 
reform as he had suggested, and they would draw a new bye-law that 
—— that no one should be eligible for election on the Council unless 

@ was nominated by the Council, and that he should be elected for life. 
That would bring the bye-laws into conformity with the present practice. 
If that course were taken it would save the cost of annually printing 
ballot papers, and it would also save something which was more important, 
it would save the society the indignity of being called together year after 
year merely to register the previously arrived at decisions of those who 
were already on the Council. 

Mr. W. J. Fraser (London) rose to order. He said that Mr. Radford 
was speaking by the courtesy of the President and the meeting, and he 
was introducing a large number of controversial questions. He ought 
not to take advantage of the courtesy which had been extended to him. 


The Prestpent eaid it must be understood that Mr. Radford was 
speaking by the courtesy of the meeting, and he thought it would be 
wise to allow him to proceed to the end. He had said nothing at present 
to which one could object. 


Mr. Raprorp said he was obliged for the courtesy of the President and 
for his ruling, and he would endeavour to explain as briefly as he could, 
and he hoped with perfect good temper, the reasons which had induced him 
to put the motion on the paper of business. He had an old-founded 
bélief in public election. It gave confidence to the constituents and 
courage to the members when they were elected, and he thought that by 
some reform the society should arrive at that result. He thought the 
Council had deteriorated owing to the present method, and that it had 
not shewn the excellent qualities which individual members possessed, 
but which in their collective capacity they had somehow lost from the 
sense that they were not a representative body. He thought that on 
those important occasions when the Council had to represent the pro- 
fession in the Legislature and before the public they had not shewn 
the qualities which they would all desire. They appeared to him to 
have shewn vacillation, indecision, inaction, and, above all, they had 
shewn lack of courage, and courage was still the most important virtue 
in public life. He would next mention two or three examples of what 
had recently happened when he did not think the Council had shewn 
very well in the interests of the society. He referred particularly to 
the matters of Solicitors Accounts, the Land Transfer Act, and to 
the Public Trustee Bill of last session. On those oceasions he did 
not think that the Council had spoken with that clear and courageous 
voice which the society would wish them to use. He thought that 
such a reform as he was advocating would improve the Council ; he 
believed that it would restore to the society the sense that it was 
self-governing, and that it would feel that the men who were placed 
in office were its own servants, and were doing the work of the society. 
He believed that the Council would be improved by such a reform, because 
it would have the courage which came to a man from a sense that he was 
acting not for himself, but as representing thousands of constituents. The 
Council, if this reform were carried, would have a more varied membership, 
because, if there was a fault to be found with it, it was that it was a little 
too much of one voice. The members were apt to elect, to co-opt members 
of their own complexion. There was another great advantage. They had 
never had the advantage in the society of the criticism of the Council by 
ex-members of the Council. The ex-minister was the most effective critic 
and at times the most effective supporter of the ministry in power. They 
had no ex-members of the Council. They were all in the churchyard. 

The Presipent: Oh, no. 

Mr. Raprorp raid that was so much for the reasons which he humbly 
suggested in support of the reform he was advocating. But during the 
month which had elapsed since he had put his notice of motion on the 
paper he had received a large number of suggestions and criticisms of 
various kinds. He would deal with some of them. It had been suggested, 
in the first place, that the present system involved continuity of policy, 
and that a ch of continuity would be a serious matter. His answer 
was that even in the first year after this reform was carried there would be 


75 per cent. of old members, and that was enough, in his opinion, to 
preserve continuity. The second year some of the members who had gone 
off would be entitled to come back, and every man of zeal and capacity 
would come back, so that there was nothing serious in that, Another 
exception had been raised, that it was necessary to keep up the present 
system in order to keep out undesirable members from the Council, but in 
his opinion public election was better than co-option for this purpose. It 
was said, further, that a seat on the Council was in itself a thing so un- 
attractive that in order to induce men toaccept it they must be given some 
inducement. Under present circumstances what had the Council to offer 
aman? They could offer him a safe nomination and the right of perpetual 
re-election, and the right to co-opt his colleagues for life, and the right of 
presiding in order of seniority over the deliberations of the society. There 
was no need to offer inducements of this kind. The desire to serve the 
society on the Council was a very legitimate desire. It was a legitimate 
ambition to bea member of the Council. But up tothis time it had beena 
career which was closed to every member who was not able to secure the nomi- 
nation of the President and Vice-President of the Council. He thought that if 
the way was made clear by reform there would be no difficulty in getting 
excellent men on the Council. Those who argued in the other sense seemed 
to him to underrate the resources of their great society, which he believed 
numbered nearly 9,000 members. The amount of knowledge, the variety of 
experience, the high position and character of so many of the members 
made it ible to have half-a-dozen councils, and to have none of them 
inferior in capacity or character—he was almost going to say experience, 
but he would withdraw that—to the present Council. Another objection 
had been made which it seemed to him was perhaps more serious. It was 
said that the society could now, if sufficiently resolute, takesthe matter into 
its own hands and eject the whole of the Council. (‘‘ Hear, hear! ’’ from 
the Council.) He would address himself to that objection. Experience 
shewed that the society did not use its powers. (A member: ‘‘ What is 
the reason?’’) He would tell his friend the reason. He thought the 
society was not quite free from blame in that respect. The society was a 
little inert, and the members of the society were men who, zealous and 
indefatigable in the concerns of other people, were apt to neglect a Jittle 
their own. If the society were a Parliamentary constituency he would 
admit that his motion would be unnecessary, but it was political wisdom 
not to ignore the character of the men one had to deal with in one’s own 
constituency, but to adapt it to the needs of one’s society, and it was 
that which he wished to do by his motion. This was recognized by a 
number of other bodies. He could give the names of other societies 
which had rules similar to the one he was proposing, and who had 
found them to work well. He would only name one, the British 
Academy, which was formed by his Majesty of the most distinguished 
men and dealt with the interests of literature and science. That 
had a rule which provided that the governing body retired one-third 
every year. Another institution was the Reform Club. He thought 
it was difficult to find anything more business-like or conservative 
than the Reform Club. That club had exactly the same rule, one-third 
of the members of its governing body retired annually. It might be 
said that these societies were not analogous to the Law Society, and he 
admitted there was something in the objection. He did not want to put 
his case too high. But if they consulted a member of one of these 
societies he would tell them that the reason such a rule had been intro- 
duced was that they had found it necessary to protect themselves against 
the domination of a small, select, meritorious, and highly adhesive set of 
men. He would not apply those words to the Council, far from it, but he 
would point out that the danger it was necessary to guard against was 
analogous to that which the society had to against. A word or two 
in conclusion about the memorandum of the Council, which he supposed 
was the official answer to his notice of motion. In so far as that memo- 
randum consisted of a modest and he might say handsome appreciation of 
the Council and its members, he would like to express his respect for the 
Council, but he should like to make one or two remarks rather in favour 
of criticism than of eulogy. He found it stated in the memorandum that 
‘* where a member has been attentive, active, and useful, and in the course 
of his three years’ term has acquired a knowledge of the business trans- 
acted by the society, and taken a great personal interest in it,’’ it was a 
pity to cast him out. He understood that the Council consisted of forty 
members, ten of whom retired annually, and if there was anything in the 
arithmetic which he had learned at school, a man under these conditions 
had four years instead of three to sit as a member. He could not 
suppose the Council wished to mislead the society, but he thought it 
unfortunate that there should be the mistake, and it did not shew 
the accuracy the members were entitled to expect in a matter of such 
importance from a Council having so much legal experience. It was 
further stated ‘‘ that retiring members are re-elected is due to the 
fact that the profession had confidence in them and in the Council, and 
are satisfied with their work.”” For sheer complacency he thought that 
beat any sentence he knew of. He conjured the President not to lay the 
flattering unction to his soul. He must trouble the meeting with some 
more figures to shew that there was no ground whatever for this com- 

placency. There was no member of the Council within living memory 
who had ever polled 50 per cent. of the members, but he would limit 
himself to the elections since 1894, and at the last election one gentleman 
was elected on the Council with 2,728 votes, and the highest figure was 
3,190. The members of the Council did not sit there with the confidence 

of the society, they sat there with the good-natured toleration of 


the beneficial reform of the bye-laws he would not venture to say. The 
only other point to which he would draw attention was the statement 
made in the memorandum, and by the President in the chair, 





that the motion, if carried, would’ be illegal. By the courtesy of the 
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President he had had the opportunity of perusing the opinion of counsel 
on which that statement was based. 

Mr. Forp asked what sort of opinion it was? 

Mr. Raprorp said that the decision on which the opinion was based was 
a very old case ; he believed it was older than any member of the Council ; 
at any rate, it dated from the year 1783, and it was a case referring to a 
municipality in the country. As at that date the corporations were 
unreformed, it might be thought at first that it had some bearing upon 
the Council, but he had grave doubts whether if the matter were fully con- 
sidered it would be found that the case was in point. He had no doubt 
whatever it would be possible to get an opinion of an equally eminent 
counsel the other way. (A member: ‘‘ Half-a-dozen.””) But under the cir- 
cumstances the President had refused his motion, and it was not for him 
to contest his ruling. He did not desire to do so, but he desired merely 
to say that he would give the society an opportunity of dealing with the 
question on a future occasion, and he would raise it in such a form that 
the Council would not he able to shelter itself behind counsel’s opinion. 
It only remained for him to thank the a for the patience, and he 
might say the sympathy, with which they had listened to the remarks he 
had made, and to say finally that he desired to maintain and increase the 
dignity and efficiency of the Council. 

‘he Presipent said that Mr. Radford had told the meeting that 
there were other opinions than that which had been obtained in 
this instance. But no such opinion was forthcoming, and inasmuch 
as that opinion had been given, he must take it that it was sound, 
and he should adhere to it. The only thing he wished to observe 
was that Mr. Radford had spoken with such very great humour that 
he was not going to criticize anything he had said, and he did not 
wish to make a discussion upon it, because it was better not. The dis- 
cussion must come to an end, They were business men, and must not 
waste their time over a motion which could not be put into effect. He 
wished to repeat the one thing he had appreciated in Mr. Radford’s 
remarks was that he desired that the election to the Council should be an 
election of the whole body of men, and that they should all have the 
opportunity of voting. They had that opportunity now, and the Council 
never did anything to interfere with the free exercise of the voting power 
of the members. They could not make the members vote, and it was the 
experience of everybody in the city, and Mr. Radford must know this, 
that the wiser the directorate, and the more confidence the constituents had 
in the directorate, the less did they appear to exercise the power of voting, 
and that opinion would appear to be the case with regard to the whole 
body of the members. If they had not shewn their dissatisfaction by their 
votes the Council must judge them by their votes. This was no new 
matter. It would be recollected that in 1901 this very same question was 
raised at the provincial meeting and it had also been raised before in that 
hall, but no sort of vote was given in favour of the proposition then put 
forward. But he was not going to discuss the matter more than simply to 
say that the Council had been very glad to hear all the remarks which 
had been made and all that Mr. Radford had said. He had felt that he 
ought to let him speak, because one did not like shutting out altogether a 
discussion notwithstanding the opinion he (the President) had expressed. 
But he could not now allow further discussion ; it rested with him and he 
should rule that the subject was closed. . 

A Memper: Do you rule that there should be no discussion ? 

The Presipent: I do. 

The Memser asked what they were called there for. Why had they 
wasted their time in dealing with a matter like this when discussion was 
to be stifled ? 

The Presipent: I have told you, sir. (Cries of ‘‘ They wont discuss it 
on its merits.’’) 

Mr. Forp asked if he would be in order in asking for an explanation of 
a@ point in the Council’s memorandum. It stated on one e that 
**a limited number of the country members are able to attend,”’ that was 
the meetings of the Council, ‘‘ but not nearly to the same extent as the 
London members,’’ and on another page it said that the Council had 
recently provided ‘‘that every freshly elected extraordinary member 
should continue in office for three years.”” Why, in these circumstances, 
should the Council have extended it to three years? 

The Presipent said he would not discuss the memorandum. He would 
deal with it, but not with Mr. Ford’s construction of it, which was 
evidently a hasty one and could not be borne out. What Mr. Ford had 
put to him was not the true construction. 

Mr. Henry Manisty (London), a member of the Council, asked the 
President to reconsider the question whether nothing should be said upon 
the speech which had emanated from Mr. Radford. He had addressed 
the meeting with regard to the members of the Council in what he con- 
sidered the most offensive tones. (Loud cries of ‘‘ No.’’) Things had 
been said such as had never been said before, and his speech had been 
received with applause which continued for several minutes. That being 
the case, surely there should be some answer. 

The Prestpent said he had decided, rightly or wrongly, that there 
should be no further discussion of the matter. They had listened to 
what Mr. Radford had said, and he did not think it need be taken as 
offensive. He had thought it was better to let him s , that they might 
have an opportunity of hearing him, and he did not know that much that 
he had said necessarily carried great weight. 


Arrears in Krino’s Bencn Division. 


Mr. Forp had given notice of the following motion: ‘‘ That in the 
opinion of this meeting the long time that intervenes between the setting 
down and the hearing of actions in the King’s Bench Division is such that 





the interests of suitors require that at least one additional judge ought to 
the increasing arrear | 


be forthwith appointed to that division, to cope with 


of actions waiting for trial, such delay ten to the trial of actions at 
the assizes which would otherwise be dealt with in London.” He 
8 sted that owing to the lateness of the hour the meeting should be 
adjourned. It was a very im t subject. 

he Pazstpgnt: No, I shall not adjourn the meeting. You can make a 
statement if you like. ~ 

Mr. Forp said the matter was one of great consequence and importance, 
In support of the motion he had some figures shewing the 
state of the actions in the King’s Bench Division. They shewed a 
very deplorable state of things, with which suitors would not put 
up. When a case was put down the hearing could not be expected under 
about twelve months’ time, and clients were very much dissatisfied with 
so scandalous a delay, involving a grave dereliction of justice. It was 
useless in so thin a meeting at this late hour to say what he had intended 
in support of the motion, and he should therefore content himself with 
reading the statistics he had prepared. At the commencement of the 
Easter sittings there were 893 actions awaiting trial in the King’s Bench 
Division, an increase of 119 cases as com with the list at the com- 
mencement of the Easter sittings last year. The King's Bench Division 
had been getting further into arrear since 1903, when the causes waiting 
for trial at the commencement of the Easter sittings were 651. At Easter, 
1904, they were 731; at Easter, 1905, 803; at Easter, 1906, 774; and at 
Easter, 1907, they had reached their highest level and stood at 893, or 
nearly 900 cases awaiting trial. Of these 893 King’s Bench cases 70 were 
in the Crown paper, but some advance had been made, and 153 were in 
the Civil paper list. There were 217 special jury cases and 246 common 
juries and 143 non-juries. At Easter last year there were 146 » 
jury cases, 71 less than this year; 153 common jury cases, 93 less than 
this year ; and 95 non-jury cases, 48 less than this year; and the Crown 
and Civil papers were increased by about 40 cases more than last year. 
For the trial of King’s Bench actions about nine courts had been sitting, 
three courts taking special jury cases, three courts taking common jury 
cases, and two courts taking non-jury cases, and one court the Crown 
Civil paper except for one week, when two courts sat for the Civil 
paper. e nine courts they knew would not be sitting fora very long 
time, and when the assizes came on there would be only one or two 
judges available in the King's Bench Division to deal with these | 
arrears. About 20 special jury cases, 20 common jury cases, and 1 
non-jury cases had been disposed of in a week. If that was to go on, 
if the judges were always available, these growing arrears would be satis- 
factorily, at all events to some extent, dealt with. He suggested that it 
the interests of suitors in the courts were to be considered to any reason- 
able extent, two judges ought at once to be appointed. For some time 
during the sittings two King’s Bench judges had been away—namely, 
the Lord Chief Justice, who had been sitting in the Court of Appeal, and 
Mr. Justice Bucknill, who had been sitting practically from the com- 
mencement of the sittings in the Divorce Court. But it ought not to be 
necessary for him to weary the members of the society with details and 
statistics of this kind. Every man who had had experience of the King’s 
Bench Division must know perfectly well that a case could not come on 
after it was set down in less than nine or twelve months. It might be 
that so far as the profession were concerned these delays were beneficial 
to them, but so long as litigants felt that there must be so long between 
the setting down and the hearing they would keep away from the law 
courts and from those who were officers of the courte—namely, the 
solicitors whose duty it was to prepare their cases for trial. The present 
Government was a Government of economy, and unless very considerable 

ressure was brought to bear upon them he thought they would be more 
inclined to do away with one or two judges to save expense than go to the 
expense of providing additional judges, although the additional court fees 
which would come in by a rapid administration of justice would more than 
counterbalance the expense of appointing additional judges. He hoped 
the motion would be carried in order to strengthen the hands of the 
Council in any action they might think proper to take. 

The Presipent: [ should like to point out that the Council have con- 
stantly recommended the appointment of additional judges. We have 
done so quite recently with reference to the Judicature Bill introduced 
this session, and I am quite certain that the present Chancellor has this 
subject of the great accumulation of work and the cases standing over 
very fully before his mind, and I do not think anything could be usefully 
done beyond at a urging the necessity, as we are constantly doing. 

Mr. Forp said that in view of the observations which had fallen from 
the President he would withdraw the motion. 


Soxicrrors anp Trust Founps. 


Mr. Forp asked, in accordance with notice: ‘‘ When is the report of the 

Special Committee —— by the society in consequence of misappro- 

riation of trust funds by some dishonourable members of the profession 
ikely to be laid before a general meeting of the society ?”’ 

The Prestpent: In consequence of your question I inquired of the 
committee, and I have this letter from the secretary to the committee, 
who writes to me that he is ‘‘ directed by the chairman of the committee to 
inform you with reference to the question to be asked by Mr. Ford that, 
though he cannot give any definite pledge, there is every reason to ho 
that the committee’s will be in the hands of the members 
society in time to be before the general meeting to be held in July.” 


Resotvutions at General Meerinas. 


wr uyeluwe nn to cling papas, tae Orel Sunmuap ob be eal tae 

new bye-laws as to v 80 

law as to make all ‘a at — meetings binding, 

onipodt os Whe hee , if directed or demanded ? 
he Paxsipent: The answer to that is in the negative. 
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Common Room. 


Mr. W, &. W. Putiurmore (London) moved, in accordance with notice: 
“That this meeting requests the Council to take immediate steps to 
obviate the very serious inconvenience caused to readers by the practice of 
eating, drinking, and smoking in all parts of the common room portion of 
the library.’’ He said he had put this notice upon the paper of business 
because of the very serious inconvenience some of the members suffered 
from the practice of eating and drinking in the common room portion 
of the library. He mainly had to consult a class of books which 
were kept in the common room, and he found it almost impossible 
to do so with any convenience whatever. When he went to the 
table he found gentlemen engaged in smoking and drinking coffee and 
other liquors and indulging in conversation. This was a grievance which 
certain student members of the society had to labour under, that there was 
no place in the common room where they could study the books of refer- 
ence, records, and so forth free from disturbance. He did not see, if 
smoking and drinking were required, why the hall in which the present 
meeting was held would not be quite as convenient for the purpose, and the 
library could be reserved for the purposeof study. We had ascertained 
from each of the four Inns of Court that no such practices were permitted 
in any of their libraries, and he thought the Council might apply the same 
rule to their library. 

The Presipent: There is no eating or drinking allowed in the library. 
Your motion rests on entire misapprehension. The common room was 
built at the very urgent request of a large number of the members of the 
society to afford them the advantages of a common room as distinct from 
the library, and whenever you want any particular book moved which should 
chance to be on the shelves of the common room there is always a porter 
ready to take it into the library where it can be perused with quietness as is 
usual with all persons frequenting this part of the building. The common 
room is not intended for the my for which you used it, and you are—if 
I may be allowed to say so, though everything you say is entitled to very 
serious consideration—you are the only member of the society who has 
made any complaint on this score. At one time when the Council thought 
there should be no eating or drinking in that room a complaint was made, 
and at the request of members they were allowed to have light refreshment 
— and the members of the society have appreciated the change very 
much, 

Mr. Puituimore said that some time ago after he had made a complaint 
in the Times the Council did place an embargo on smoking in a certain 
part of the library. 

The Presipent : It is not the library. 

Mr. Puiiiimo0re said he would call it the common room portion of the 
library, and the fact remained that very nearly half the books belonging to 
the society were there, and that entitled him to call it the library. What 
he had spoken of was a very serious nuisance, and the presence of tobacco 
ash and so forth on the tables was likely to be injurious to the books. 
Eating and drinking did take place in the common room portion of the 
library, and ought to be discontinued, and the justification for his complaint 
was to be found in the fact that that the Council separated the room into 
an eating and a non-eating part. 

Mr. Forp said he would second the motion with pleasure, but he was 
afraid it was a hopeless case and that nothing would be done, but his 
desire was to do that which was most for the convenience of the members, 

The motion was negatived and the proceedings terminated. 





Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Students’ Debating Society. 


The annual dinner of this society was held on the 25th ult. at the Hotel 
Cecil, Sir Gorell Barnes being in the chair. 

The toast of ‘‘The Bench and the Bar’’ was responded to by Judge 
Woodfall for the bench and Mr. J. R. Atkin, K.C., for the bar. 

Sir Gorell Barnes, in proposing the toast of the evening, said it seemed 
to hira that the society afforded an excellent preparation for students of 
the law. The society, he was told, had a membership of 459, among the 
number being barristers, solicitors, articled clerks, and students. He 
urged upon them the importance of accurately acquired knowledge and 
the power of debate based upon right principles. They should argue not 
for the sake of victory, but because they had conviction. Eloquence was 
not necessarily the highest kind of oratory. To speak well there should be 
order and arrangement, and a knowledge of human nature. 








On Monday the Royal Assent was given, by commission, to the Army 
(Annual) Act and some private Acts. 


At a dinner of the past and present members of the Bar Council, held 
at the Grand Hotel, Northumberland-avenue, on Tuesday, the Lord 
Chancellor was the guest of the evening. Mr. English Harrison, K.C., 
— and among those present were Lord Macnaghten, Lord Justice 

ennedy, Mr. Justice Channell, Mr. Justice Walton, Mr. Justice Swinfen 
Eady, Mr. Justice Pickford, Sir R. Finlay, K.C., Sir E. Carson, K.C., 
M.P., Sir E. Clarke, K.C., Sir Charles Mathews, Judge Reginald Brown, 
Judge Mulligan, K.C., Lord Robert Cecil, K.C., M.P., Mr. Rufus Isaacs, 
K.0., M.P., Mr. Evans, K.C., M.P., Mr. McCall, K.C., Mr. C. A. Russell, 
K.C., Mr. Tindal Atkinson, K.C., Mr. Acland, K.C., Mr. Micklem, K.C., 
M.P., Mr. Rawlinson, K.C., M.P., Mr. Horridge, K.C., M.P., Mr. Levett, 


Mr. Birrell on Land Law Reform. 


In his speech at Bradford on Saturday in last week, Mr. Birrell, according 
to the Yorkshire Daily Observer, made the following observations on Land 
Law Reform: ‘ Because he believed in concentration on the things that 
really would help to build up the character of the people, he attached a 
great importance to land legislation. People sometimes thought that 
because of their advocacy of reform of the land laws Radicals had some 
jealous dislike of great landlords, and that their desire was simply to take 
away property from one class of people to give it to another. It was 
really a most idiotic idea to suggest that any party would wilfully incur 
the hostility and political opposition of a great territorial class for the 

urpose of interfering with their property rights. The fact was that land 
egislation in this country had been held back far too long. We were far 
behind other countries simply because we had been too frightened, and he 
might say too lawyer-ridden. Our land laws were far worse than our 
landlords. The laws we¥e so complicated, the expeuse of making and 
investigating titles was so great, that all the spirit was taken out of 
people. Even in Ireland, where things were done somewhat roughly, 
people had supposed, the difficulties there were in transferring from 
landlords who were willing to sell to tenants who had agreed to 
buy, when the money had been provided by the State and was 
lying in the bank, were enormous. A great cloud of lawyers 
came down, like a brood of crows blackening the whole field, and 
delayed the matter. Now, it was not the fault of the lawyers. He 
was himself a lawyer. It was the fault of our absurd system, and he was 
perfectly certain that the true course in Ireland—and he believed it could 
be done also in England—would be to assume that six years’ undisturbed 
title to land or house was in itself—subject, of course, to rights of incum- 
brancers which should be registered—a complete title. In that case all 
that would be required would be an insurance fee payable by the persons 
on the transfer—a fee which would be far less than a lawyer’s bill, ever so 
much less than a lawyer's bill, and which would create an insurance fund 
quite sufficient to make up for the very few cases in which people would 
find that they had paid their money and had not got a good title. ‘Insure 
the land by means of fees of this description,’ added Mr. Birrell, ‘ get 
rid of the lawyers in this matter, and you will greatly simplify the 
difficulty of land law reform which stands so tremendously in our way at 
the present moment.’ ”’ 





Companies. 


Alliance Assurance Company. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the Alliance Assurance Oo. was held on 
Wednesday at the head office, Bartholomew-lane, Lord Rorsscuiip, 
G.C.V.O., the chairman, presiding. 

Mr. Rosexr Lewis, general manager, having read the notice convening 
the meeting, 

The CuarrMan moved the adoption of the report and accounts. Having 
congratulated the shareholders on the additions that had been made to 
the offices, which would be of great advantage to the board, the staff, 
and to those transacting business with the company, he said it would be 
useless for him to say that the year which had elapsed had not been one of 
great anxiety to all connected with insurance business. To the share- 
holders of insurance companies the past year must naturally be viewed with 
regret, because it affected to a great extent their dividends, but there might 
be some advantages in future in that the attention of everybody might be 
called to the necessity of insurance in every branch. Since last they had 
met there had been two appalling earthquakes iu America, one in San Fran- 
cisco and one in Valparaiso. The shareholders of an insurance company 
and the public hardly realized what those earthquakes meant to insur- 
ance companies, The catastrophe that had occurred in San Francisco 
last April had destroyed property of the value of over £36,000,000, 
and of that amount over £11,000,000 had had to be met by English 
insurance companies, and the loss by the earthquake at Valparaiso 
probaby amounted to £2,000,000, of which £1,000,000 was insured in 
English companies. He had believed when these catastrophes occurred, 
and still thought, that the company’s earthquake policies secured them 
entirely from liability. He would have liked to say a great deal upon the 
subject, but thought that the less that was said the better, inasmuch as 
lawsuits were pending; but he wished the shareholders to understand 
that their directors had no secrets from them. Turning to the accounts, 
he would call the attention of the meeting, and he thought they would see, 
that the policy which the directors had pursued for some years past had 
been a wise one. The debit balance on the fire account amounted to nearly 
£232,000, and there was a surplus of nearly £32,000 on the marine account, 
and the interest on the shareholders’ funds amounted to £175,000, so 
that there was a deficit of £25,000 for the year, that was after having paid 
the losses in San Francisco, If it had not been for the earthquakes, the 
accounts would have been very satisfactory, and would have shewn a surplus 
on the fire account of £232,000 
holders’ portion of Imperial Life profits £39,000, and the interest on funds 
of £175,000, making £478,199. From these would have to be deducted 
various items, £12,263, leaving £465,936, and after paying the usual interest 
£141,000 would be carried forward. These figures alone were a proof 





K.C., Mr. Norton, K.C., Mr. Sanderson, K.0., and Mr. Oave, K.C., M.P. 


that the policy the board had pursued for so many years had borne 
fruit, and the fact that they were able to meet all okies and pay a 


, on the marine account £31,000, the share- | 
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dividend was testimony to the wisdom of not dividing up to the hilt 
in past years. In the life department the net new business was 
£1,163,000. As the shareholders would have seen in the newspapers, 
the board had determined to go into the accident and burglary 
business. Some of them might think the business of the office was 
already large enough, but it was the duty of the board and officers to 
look ahead and watch events. For sme time past the accident and 
burglary companies had been going into fire business. They had 
engaged a most efficient manager of the new department, but did not 
intend to do anything that was rash. There was an increase in the 
share capital of £136,000, brought about by the new shares issued 
to the members of the Westminster Fire Office and of the County 
Fire Office, and the total funds of the company, after setting aside £438,000 
for outstanding life and fire claims and expenses, amounted to the sum of 
£16,515,000, an increase of four millions and a-half, Since the close of the 
year the company had entered into very close relations with the Law Fire 
Insurance Society, the shareholders of which had become shareholders of 
the company. The Law Fire Insurance Society had a very great connec- 
tion and in entering into the arrangement the directors believed they had 
secured a valuable connection, and one particularly adapted to the business 
of the Alliance Co., which would be of great advantage to them in the 
future. 

Mr. Jas. Fiercuer seconded the motion, and it was carried. 

A dividend of 10s. per share was declared. 

The retiring directors, Major-General Sir Arthur Ellis, Mr. Jas. 
Fletcher, the Hon. L. Walter Rothschild, M.P., and Sir C. Rivers 
Wilson, were re-elected, as was the auditor, Mr. C. L, Nichols, F.C.A. 

Sir Owen Ronerts moved that a portrait of Mr. Lewis, the general 
manager, should be painted to be hung in the Board Room, Mr. Lewis 
had served the company for forty-five years, and he did not think there 
was anybody in the insurance world with such a record as he had. He 
was the doyen of the insurance world. 

Mr. Ussorne seconded the motion, which was carried with acclamation . 

Mr. Lewis, in returning thanks, said that he > Ee the honour 
very higbly. All he could say was that it would his duty and his 
privilege to continue so long as the directors thought him fit to assist them 
in promoting the interests of this great company, which had been raised 
to a position of prosperity which was probably almost unexampled in the 
City of London. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman, the directors, and the staff brought 
the proceedings to a close. 





Essex and Suffolk Fire Insurance Society. 


The annual meeting of the shareholders was held on the 25th ult. at 
the Moot Hall, Colchester. Mr. Chas. Page Wood (chairman) presided. 
Tue Rerorr. 


The directors present the one hundred and fourth annual statement of 
account to the members, and congratulate them upon the continued 
prosperity of the society. 

Special Act of Parliament.—They also congratulate the members on 
meeting for the first time under the improved constitution conferred by 
the special Act of Parliament which the society obtained last year. 

In accordance therewith, the society has been duly registered under the 
Limited Liability Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, as a company limited by 
guarantee. ret 

In accordance with the society’s memorandum of association the 
share capital has been increased from the nominal sum of £20,000 to the 
nominal sum of £250,000, and the issue of the new shares has been 
successfully carried out, applications having been received amounting to 
over £600,000. 

Instead of the 7 per cent. interest hitherto payable to the old stock 
members on the amount of the capital paid up by them, the shareholders 
will now only receive a first share of the profits up to 5 per cent. on the 
amount paid up on their shares, and cannot receive any further share of 
the profits until the insured members have received back 50 per cent. on 
the premiums paid by them. The old stock members have been compen- 
sated for the loss of interest and the change in their position, and new 
shares have been issued to them in exchange for their old ones. — 

The net premiums income for the year, after deducting the insurances 
effected with other companies, shews an increase of £2,020 17s. 3d. This 
is really a considerable increase in new business over the year 1905. 

The expenses of management continue to be kept as low as possible with 
due regard to efficiency. They amount to 32:2 per cent. of the premium 
income, 

Profits. —The year's working shews a profit of £9,325 6s. 7d. on the Fire 
Revenue Account, which has been carried to the General Revenue Account. 
The income from interests and rents amounts to £4,090 16s. 5d. 

‘Ihe accumulated funds of the society are now £127,069 15s. 1d. 

Dividends. —The directors have pleasure in declaring a dividend at the 
rate of 5 per cent. per annum on the paid-up capital of the society for the 
period from the 29th of November, 1906 (the date of allotment of the 
shares), to the 3lst of December, 1906, which, as this period is only one 
month, it is proposed should be paid with the next dividend. 

The directors also have pleasure in declaring a dividend for the current 
year at the rate of 50 per cent. on the gross premiums paid in respect of 
all ‘‘membership” policies which at the date of distribution have 
remained in force for the five immediately preceding years without any 
claim of £10 or upwards having beed made or any bonus having been paid 
on them durirg or in respect of such period of five years. 

London Office.—The directors have pleasure in informing the members 
that they have arranged to open a ch office in London and have 
obtained suitable premises at 56 to 60, New Broad-street, E.C. 









——— 
-——— 








Obituary. 
Mr. F. E. Armitstead. 


We regret to announce the death of Mr. Francis Edward Armitstead, 
barrister-at-law, which took place on the 13th of April, while tra ; 
Mr. Armitstead was educated at Eton, and Exeter College, Oxford.’~He 
was called to the*bar in 1874, and, we believe, originally joined the 
Northern Circuit, but practised as a conveyancer, being specially known 
for his skill in ng company documents and contracts by com- 
panies and large firms. He also did some im t work for the 
Colonial Office. In spite of ill-health, which obliged ies in his early years 
to absent himself for three or four years, he had a v. Pp * 
was greatly esteemed by his colleagues at the bar. He was President of 
the b eapin. ‘gama Institute last year, but retired from the bar some 
months ago. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


The Right Hon. Sir Epwarp Fry has been appointed a t Grand 
Cross of the Most Distinguished Order of Saint and t George 
and one of the British Plenipotentiaries at the Hague Conference. 


The Right Hon. Sir Herpert Cozens-Harpy, Master of the Rolls, has 
been appointed Chairman of the Royal Commission on Historical Manu- 
scripts in the place of Lord Collins, resigned. 


Mr. Atneriey-Jones, K.C., M.P., Mr. Rawson, K.C., M.P., and 
Mr. Freeman, K.C., have been elected Benchers of the Inner Temple, to 
fill the vacancies caused by Viscount Selby’s ha served as 8 er of 
the House of Commons, Mr. Justice Pickford’s ha been appointed a 
Judge, and by the death of Mr. Colt. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Bernarp Dare and Sypney Jacoms Hoon, solicitors (Dale, Newman, & 
Hood), 75, Cornhill, London. April 23. [ Gazette, April 26. 

The partnership between Messrs. Cox & Lafone, eolicitors, of 17, 
Tower Royal, Cannon-street, London, has been dissolved as from the 
30th ult., by mutual consent, so far as regards Mr. Harotp Larone, who 
retires from practice. All debts will be received and paid by Messrs. 
Gordon Cox and Arthur Draycott, who will continue to carry on the 
business in partnership at the above address, under the style of ‘‘Cox & 
Lafone.”’ 





General. 


We understand that a new work by Mr. Robert Campbell of Lincoln’s- 
inn, advocate of the Scotch bar, editor of Ruling Cases, &c., will ly 
be published by Messrs. Stevens & Sons (Limited), on the Principles of 
English Law. This work will follow, in the main, the arrangement of 
Blackstone’s Commentaries. 


Bucknill and Walton, JJ., have fixed the following commission days for 
the Summer Assizes on the Western Circuit: Salisbury, Friday, May 24; 
Dorchester, Wednesday, May 29; Wells, Monday, June 3; Bodmin, 
Friday, June 7; Exeter, Wednesday, June 12; Winchester, Wednesday, 
June 19; Bristol, Wednesday, June 26. 


Lawrance and Sutton, JJ., have fixed the following commission days for 
the Summer Asseizes on the Oxford Circuit: g, Monday, June 3; 
Oxford, Friday, June 7 ; Worcester, rey: June 11; Gloucester, Mon- 
day, June 17; Monmouth, Monday, June 24; Hereford, Friday, June 26 ; 
Shrewsbury, Wednesday, July 3, Stafford, Tuesday, July 9. The date 
for Birmingham, the last place, has not yet been nitely fixed, but it is 
expected to be Tuesday, July 16. 


Mr. W. Bourke Cockran, at a Jawyers’ banquet in New York, says the 
Central Law Journal, deprecated long speeches. ‘‘ He who makes short 
speeches,’”’ said Mr. Cockran, “ will never find himself in the em 
position of a friend of mine last month. My friend, when a certain case 
his was called, rose — in a husky voice for an adjournment. 
‘*On what ground ?”’ asked the judge. ‘‘ Your honour,”’ was the reply 
‘*T have been an address in another court all the morning, and 
find myself completely exhausted.” ‘‘ Very well,’’ said the judge; and 
he called the next case. Another counsel rose and in his turn asked for an 
adjournment. ‘‘ Are you exhausted, too?” said the judge. What 
have you been doing?’’ ‘‘ Your honour,’ was the answer, ‘‘I have been 
listening to my learned brother.’’ 


That the Judicature Bill of 1907 will have a stormy reception in the 


House of Commons, notwithsta its peaceful passage th the 
Upper Chamber. is, says a writer in the Daily Telegraph, end all Soube 
The Lord Chancelior, during the debate on the third reading, intimated 


that he himeelf realized what the fate of, the measure would’be. For the 
pr, of reconciling opponents. t once more oT e 
sal character of the remedy pro Tt was not a Bill,” he 
said, ‘‘ intended to affect the work of Court of Ap yoo 
rule, but only temporarily to deal with an emergency which everybody 
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admitted—namely, the unfortunate block of business in the Court of 
Appeal, an accumulation that was still slowly increasing rather than 
diminishing.’’ But the block of business is not a thing of to-day or 
yesterday. For years past the profession has been pointing out that the 
delay in the Court of Appeal isa scandal. The arrears have been growing 
since the iron rule of Lord Esher came to an end in 1897. It is ramoured 
that Lord Loreburn is considering the possibility of reinforcing the Court 
of Appeal by requiring its ex-members to render assistance in times of 
stress and difficulty. This device has something to reeommend it, but it 
can hardly be regarded as satisfactory. At the present moment, it is 
true, there are three distinguished lawyers who might be requested to 
resume their seats in the Court of Appeal, and who would be welcomed by 
the bar and the public if they were to accept the invitation. But would 
Sir Edward Fry, Sir Robert Romer, and Sir James Stirling consent to 
emerge from their retirement? Presumably they left the bench because 
they were weary of work. And would they be called upon to render their 
services gratuitously? Labourers are worthy of their hire, and, if the 
country is to be put to expense in the matter, why not appoint new 
judges? Moreover, it is very seldom that there is an available supply of 
ex-Lords Justices, Til] recently they were as rare as ex-Lord Chancellors. 


The subject of Judicial Appeals was discussed at the Imperial Con- 
ference on the 26th ult. A resolution submitted by the Government of 
Cape Colony, amended as follows, was accepted: ‘‘ This Conference, 
recognizing the importance to all parts of the Empire of the appellate 
jurisdiction of his Majesty the King in Council, desires to place upon 
record its opinion : (1) That in the interests of his Majesty’s subjects beyond 
the seas it is expedient that the practice and procedure of the Right 
Honourable the Lords of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council be 
definitely laid down in the form of a code of rules and regulations. (2) 
That in the codification of the rules regard should be had to the necessity 
for the removal of anachronisms and anomalies, the possibility of the 
curtailment of expense, and the desirability of the establishment of courses 
of procedure which would minimize delays. (3) That, with a view to the 
extension of uniform rights of appeal to all colonial subjects of his Majesty, 
the various Orders in Council, instructions to Governors, charters of 
justice, ordinances and proclamations upon the subject of the appellate 
jurisdiction of the Sovereign should be taken into consideration for the 
purpose of determining the desirability of equalizing the conditions which 
give right of appeal to his Majesty. (4) That much uncertainty, expense, 
and delay nal be avoided if some portion of his Majesty’s prerogative 
to grant special leave to appeal in cases where there exists no right of 
appeal were exercised under definite rules and restrictions.’’ The following 
resolutions, presented to the Conference by General Botha and supported 
by the representatives of Cape Colony and Natal, were accepted : ‘‘(1) That 
when a Court of Appeal has been established for any group of colonies 
ae gre connected, whether federated or not, to which appeals lie 

m the decisions of the Supreme Courts of such colonies, it shall be 
competent for the Legislature of each such colony to abolish any existing 
right of appeal from its Supreme Court to the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council. (2) That the decisions of such Courts of Appeal shall be 
final, but leave to appeal from such decisions may be granted by the said 
court in certain cases prescribed by the statute under which it is estab- 
lished. (3) That the right of any person to apply tothe Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council for leave to appeal to it from the decision of such 
Appeal Court shall not be curtailed.’’ 


Mr. Alfred Mosely, says the Times, with the assistance of an 
expert committee, has drafted some suggested amendments and 
alterations to the Companies Bill, and a petition dealing with them 
will be presented to the House of Lords by Lord Ridley. The 
most important suggestions are as follows: (1) A provision that 
the issue of shares at a discount can only be carried into effect 
by a special resolution passed by a three-fourths majority of those 
present in person or by proxy, and confirmed by a like majority, and 
that the proposed issue must be approved by the court. (2) A modifica- 
tion of the power of a company to give a mortgagee an option of purchase 
over debentures, whether its own or those of another company, mortgaged 
by it. It is suggested that a special resolution, passed and confirmed, 
shall be necessary in this case also. (3; With regard to auditors, it is 
proposed that ‘‘every company shall at each annual general meeting 
appoint an auditor or auditors to hold office until the next annual 
general meeting, but no director shall vote, directly or indirectly, on the 
appointment of auditors, and every auditor shall, on request of any 
member of the company, give such reasonable information as may be 
demanded and as will not prejudice the company’s business.” (4) A 
pro} roviding that every company shall produce to all shareholders 
at its registered office, within the seven days next preceding the annual 
meeting, a full and comprehensive list of all properties, shares, and 
interests owned by the company, shewing how and when acquired, from 
whom, and at what price. (5) At least twenty-one days’ notice, exclusive 
of the date by which proxies must be lodged, must be given of all meet- 
ings of every company. (6) All proxies given by members of any com- 
pany shall state whether the member is or is not the true owner in his 
own right of the shares in respect of which the proxy is given. Every 
member of a company shall have the right to inspect all proxies at the 
registered office of the company during ordinary business hours. (7) No 
director must vote or take part in any matter or dealing of any kind 
soever with or affecting any other business or company in which he is 
in or concerned unless the fullest disclosure is made in writing of 
his interest or connection, and there should be no inter-dealings between 
companies having the same directors, in whole or in part, unless such 
dealings are specifically authorized by a special resolution of both com- 
panies passed and duly confirmed in manner hereinafter mentioned. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
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The Property Mart. 


Result of Sales 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Caranrizip sold at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on 
Wednesday last, a Valuable Freehold Ground-rent of £210 per annum, secured upon an 
extensive block of property in the main King’s-road, Chelsea, for £17,500; Valuable Free- 
hold Ground rents of £130 per annum. arising out of and secured upon premises also in the 
main King’s-road, Anderson-street, Linculn-stieet, and Coulson-street, fur £12,440; and 
the Freehold Agricultural Property known as the Nether Worten Estate, Oxfordshire, for 
£6,400. 

Reversions, Lire Pouicizs, ann Annuity, 

The same Firm also held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 834) of the above-named 
Interests, at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the following lots were sold at the 
prices named, the total amount realized being £5,880. 
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ENDOWMENT POLICY for £250 —.. oe oe he a - a 80 
Full =~ ENDOWMENT POLICY for £1,225 nn see, ~ «o 
ANN ITY of £40, together with Polices for £70) .., ote eee ono «© 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, April 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwmitep tx CHANCERY. 


ABERTILLERY AND Tatywais Rep Aso Coxuieries Co, Limirzp—Petn for winding up, 
presented April 17. directed to be heard at Tredegar, Monmouth, on May 14, at 10. Stow 
& Co, Lincoin’s inn fields, for Rooke & Co, Bath, solors for petners. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach Stow & Co not later than 6 o’clock in the afternuon of May 13 

Joun Esson & Son, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented April 17, directed to be 
heard on May 7. Baker & Co, Gresham st, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 6 

LintTHorre Steam Launpzy, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or befure June 6, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Har- 
land, 40, High st, Stockton on Tees. Faber & Co, Stockton on Tees, solors to liquidator 

Me opy, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before May 17, to their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to T. B. Vaughan, 14, Jermya st. 
Wilkinson & Co, solors for liquidator 

New Trapes Progress Co, Linirep - Creditors are required, on or before May 24, to 
send their names and , and the patriculars of their debts or claims, to James J. 
Gillespie, 40, W: te rd, Newcastle upon ‘Tyne, liquidator 

8. Harpman & Co, Liuitep (in Votuntary Liguipation)—Creditors are required forth- 
with to send their names dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Fred 8. Marsh and R. H. Murray, 8, Bowker's row, Bolton, liquidators 

Sinentay Gop Daepeine Co, Limitep—Peta for winding up, presented April 22, directed 
to be heard May 7. Birkbeck & Co, Copthall av, solors for petners. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 6 

Unsirep Knots Coat Co, Limirgp (1n Votuntary Liquipation) —Creditors are uired, 
on or before May 7, to their names and , and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Messrs. F, M. Turner, M. M. Trice, and E. Hales, 116, High st, Mile Town, 
Sheerness, liquidators 

Wiroxey & Ackeamann, Limirep (1n Liqgurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 12, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to John J smes Bowton Saffery, 35, Queen Victoria st. Reed & Reed, Guildhall chmbrs, 

Basinghall st, solors to liquidator 


Unitoarep in CHANCERY. 
Nationau Soorety or Quatirizep Accountants—Petn for windi 
24, di to be he he Kilner, Wvol Exchange, solor for petner. Notice of 
sqpeacing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
y 
Londm Gasette—Tvusspay, April 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwrep mu CHaNcery. 


Ranp Centrat Execrric Works, Liuitep —Creditors are required, on or before June 12, 
to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or cla‘ms, to 





up, presented April 


Henry Rogers, 120, Bishopsgate st Within. Budd & Co, Austin Friars, solors for the : 


liquidator 

Hoppiespex (Darwen) Corton Mawnuractuainc Co, Limirzp (1m Liquipatioy)-- 
Coote ane sam ,0n or before May 31, to send their names and addresses, 
aah ron of their debts or claims, to Thomas Hindle, District chmbrs, Darwen, 
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eas | Court Arcapr, Lixrtzp—Creditors are required, on or before June 3, to send 
names and addresses, and the of their debts or claims, to Frank Rowley, 
$4 and 36, Gresham st, liquidator 

Guar GRANITE AND PATENT Concrete Co, Liurrep —Creditors are required hte 
gene 6, to send their names and addresses to James Wateon, Devonshire bidgs, Car! 
liquidator 

Any: s Cyanipe Parents SyspDicaTr, ee ay are required, on or 
before May 31, to send their names and addresses, and od ey of their may or 
oles, to Bennett Collier, 3, York st, Manchester. Boote & Co, Manchester, solors for 
liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette,—Tuxspay, April 23. 


| 
Backsouse, Epwarp, Ashburne, Sunderland, Banker May 25 Kidson & Co, Pg any | 


BakLTROP, Fieeman, 


7 Wiuutam, Ww Mortimer, "Essex, Grocer May 25 Crick & 
on, Essex 
— J ams, Christchurch rd, Streatham, Conjurer May 13 Langton, Paper bidgs, 
‘emple 
Baace, on, St Paul’s rd, Camden Town, Jeweller May 15 Peters, Holborn 
Bown, Tuomas, Tuppal, New South Wales, Settler Junel Sladen & Wing, Delahay st, 
Westminster 
Campxix, Francis Jonny, Sutton. Surrey June5 Bull & — Old Jewry 
CortTis, Liowrt, Grays, Essex June8 Hatten & Asplio, G 
Epwarps, Wittiam, Tunbridge Wells May 31 Waller & Co. ‘0, "Goleman sb 
Fixcu, Sarina Mary, Boscombe, Hants June 8 — & Co, Ely pl 
Fietcuer, Hersear, ” Harpurhey, Manchester Ma Hardicker, Manchester 
Fosses, Roseet Tuomsox, Sandiacre, Derby, P - F Juoes Green & Williams, 
Nottingham 
Foster, Senta, Keighley, Yorks, Hosier May 18 Weatherhead, Keighley 
—~" Tuomas, Clarence rd, Teddington June 4 WA& GA Brown, Lincoln's inn 
le 
Goppargp, Sardu, Ashton on Mersey May 25 Cobbett & Co, Manchester 
Grace, BLANcue ADELAIDE Louisa, Horbury cres May 25 Bridges & Co, _ Lion sq 
Hamittoyx, Tuomas, Rusholme, Manchester June 4 Touee & Co, 
Hawysow, Evisaseru, Wood Gill, Northampton June 1 Dennis . Faulkners, 
orthampton 
Hixcu.irre, Taomas Evwix, Mytholmroyd, Yorks,Cotton Yarn Agent Junel Clarkson 
& Buckley, Halifax 
Hoppivorr, Jauxs, Sherborne, Dorset May18 Ffooks & Douglas, Sherborne, Dorset 
Houxtixetor, Joux, Little Neston, Chester May 28 Walker & Uo, Chester 
LioyD — — oe Cape Town, Cape of Good Hope May 18 Norton & Oo, Old 
noad st 
Lov -—— WILLIAM Tuomas, Iver Heath, Bucks May 23 Smith & Son, Verulam bidgs, 
’s inn 
Sasers, 1 ouw Gairritus, Dalhousie, Junjab, India, Engineer May 23 Button & Co, 
Covent gdn 
Meakin, Avice, Langley Mill, Derby June 30 Eddowes & o-, Derby 
a Samugt, Hatton gin June 8 Maxwell & j ane Bishopsgate st 
ithin 
Mixor1, ALESSANDRO, Wells st, Oxford st May 6 Britton, Soho sq 
Piant, Mary, Birmingham May 31 Egginton, Birmingham 
Rosixsow, Eus1c s Houpex, Uxbridge rd, June 3 James & James, Ely pl, 
Holborn circus 
Rosz, Taomas Wakeman, Aston juxta Birmingham May 31 Egginton, Birmingham 
Rowyey, Ayn Eviza, Brighton May 25 Church, Brighton 
SHEWARD, Wiu14mM Hatt, Balsall Heath, Worcester May 29 Garland, Birmingham 
SHoTt, SAMUEL, Erlanger 7 New Cross, Potato Merchant May 20 Bradshaw & 
Waterson, Finsbury 
Suita, Percy Merry, A Park, Stockbroker June 8 may 2a 5 oo Gray’s inn sq 
Suits, Watter, ckley, Manchester, Warehouseman & E Whitworth, 
Manchester 
Sraance, Lucy, Woburn Sands, Beds June8 Beal, 8t Albans, Herts 
Srraw, ALrrep, Long Eaton, Derby, Grocer May 3k Woodward, Nottingham 
Straw, MATILDA, Long Eaton, Derby May 31 Woodward, Nottingham 
Srusss, Lieut Col Epwix Fitz, Park st, Grosvenor sq ‘May 22 Lee & Pembertons, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Tayior, Tuomas, Shelfield, nr Walsall June3 Evans, Walsall 
Turner, Joun Henry, Wakefield, + -_ * a ,a - Harrison & Co, Wakefield 
Vassa.ui, Sanan ANN, Leeds May 31 
Vizarp, Frances, Darenth rd, Beaeturd tt Hill ae 21 Phelps & Wallace, pe st 
Waap, Wituiam, ‘Camden rd, Holloway June ll Philpott, olomew close 
Warrerey, WItuiam, Westbourne grove, Bayswater June1 Baileys & (o, Berners st 
Wuirtixcuam, Jouy, ” Hillmorton, Warwick April30 Seabroke & Son, Rugby 
Youne, Mary, Burnley May 31 Steele & Steele, Buinley 
London Gasette,—Faipay, April 26. 
Apg.spornrer, Maximo, Tarapaca, Chili June6 Chester “s Co, Bedford ro 
ALLEN, Faeprrick WicuiaM, Montague mans, Portman sq, Ri 
Morgan, Somerset st, Portman 7 
Anrtaosus, ALFrep, New Oscott, Warwick May 31 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 


ding Master Jeni Saxton | WaLker, Henay, Over, Chester, Yeoman May 


Barxes, Ecizasetu Lerrria, Sheffield June 24 Nicholson & Co, Wath upon Dearne, ar 
Rotherham 





Barry, Sir Faancis Lay = ay nr Windsor June8 Smith & Co, London wall 
Benxitt, Hein ge sions, Teche May 5 31 Beant « Grazebrook, Birmingham 
ot Ava Sanan, Somerset neta, Porte is Lay ye 

mmcH, Taomas, n, Margate 
“eo te my Bishop's Enitig howe Kecper May ay tchelor Co, Pancras la, 


aeen st 
Bramcey, Saran, Birkdale, Lancs June 1 Welsby & Smallshaw, 
poms, Saxe MaAncaner, Halkin st, st, Grosvenor pl June 10 — Son a hen, Fenchurch 


ee. Toemas, Tottenham Croft & Mortimer, a | 
Crasks, Mary, Thorngate rd, Meqaida Vale Dressmaker yi oR Paper bidgs, 


Temple 
| Orzar, Spancer, High st, Uxbridge, Baker Jane 10 Bird & Lovibond, ree 
CuinTox, Evizaberu, Kingston upon Hull J 1 Maw & Redman, H 
Cornza, Ropeat, and June 








| Conseuiis, Mary Awa, 
Dove.as, ae, Clifton, Bristol June 24 O° ue 
Etwooo, J Joan ties Town, , Huntingdon Trane 19 Margette, Huntingdon 
LLWooD, JOuN cCKLIne, New une , Hun' 
E.wortuy, THomas, Guildford, Publican June Hamlins & Co, Surbiton 
Evans, Ev.is, Park Hall rd, Ea F May18 Jones & Davies, Blaneau Festiniog 
| Evans, Henay James, Hanley Ma: y 22 
Faresaias, Aviisox, Brighton jon 2% Cunliffes & Daven ian, Hal la 
| Fewster, Wiis, upoa Hull at Maw om 
| Fees, Acraep Haypew, Stanstead, Essex Aird & 
GARRARD, Tuomas Epwarp, Beckenham un eS & nd Srutched Friars, Mark ln 
Gos.ine, ¥ Fasperick, Barl SLR blican ‘May 2 Hodding & Co, 
Granam, “Barer, Stanwell, nr Staines May 81 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Coser, 3 mg Grimsbury, Banbury, Oxford, Farmer May 27 Pellatt & Pellatt, 
xon 
Gavunpy, ‘hoe Mane, Bary, Lancs May 28 Tatham & Ay Manchester 
| pen ~~ a , Lanes J ——- & Addleshaw & . ihe 4 Grundy & On 
AWO8TH ouN GORELL, wyn une ‘eo Manchester 
Hemincway, Grorce Eowarp, ae ye ne uiddlesbrough Dowson & Co, 


Surrey st, Victoria Em 
Hitcuens, Euity, Hastings Biny 34" Digond & & Son, Welbeck st 
Hussry, Rosgat, Stoke —— 
Lvxtoy, Hesry, Coldridge, Devon, ay 70 1 J &8P Pope, Exeter 
Maatis, Samurt, Wytues, Bimingham Ma: Tucker, Old st 
May, Roseat Geonrce, Cross st, Cia “ a Hunt % Co, Bristol 
Mowsaay, Laycetot, Lazonb y, © umber, Railway Platelayer June 12 Stobo & 
Living-ton, Newcastle upon 
| Murray, ALExanpgs James, Tremesrs ion, Solicitor June 3 Simpson & Co, Moorgate st 
| Neate, Tuomas Sours, 16 a 4 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 
Nevsaves, Avotr, Tavistock “Sih June 1 Adler & Perowne, Ss av 
NicHouas, Janz, Plymouth y 24 Lane & Cottier, Plymouth 
Oveen, James, Roc! Molesworth & Co, Rochdale 
Omans, Joa, Broondker | Geutth haten, Cantenaate June 6 Bird & Lovibond, Vine 
st, 
Parkes, Ipa Mary, utenst, Wurttem aren Coney aw A 81 Becher, Bedford row 
Parkavurst, Henry, Chelmsford, Painter June 24 Copland & Sons, Ch ord 
Perersox, Anprew THomas Turrox, bldgs, Gray’s inn, Barrister at Law Junel 
PLOWS au Witiiaw Haner Whittlesey, Cambridge Juse1 Hastley, Whittlese 
Lowman, WILLIAM Henry ees ge June y 
aa, Sakau Lucy, Sheffield Junes Sila 
Lo, General the Hon Sir Kopext, KOB, Bournemouth May 31 J & W H Druitt, 
ournemouth 
| Ross, Hznay, Woodhouse, Notts May 31 Alcock, Mansfield 
Sa.morn, Jou, Clevedon, Somerset y1l Isbell, Bristol 
| Sampson, Magy, pn a May io Johnson, Bristol 
| Baut, Anw Magia, Red hd . Stewart & Uhalker, Wakefle 
Scott, Joszeu WILsox, Newcastle a. Wine Merchant May 23 _ & Gon, 
ewcastle on Tyne 
| Suaxnnury, Geonatara Haraiorr, Moreton Hall, nr Congleton May 20 HL & WP 


leton 
Suita, eta Southsea, Southampton May 30 Wood & Robinson, Portsmouth 
| Surra, Ricnagp Sipwey, Clifford chmbrs, nr Stratford on Avon, Miller *May 2% Smith 
& Malins, Birmingham 
Granwae, Seemed, Newcastle under Lyme, Draper’s Assistant May 22 Huntbach, 
Bross, Rotax James Anpaews, Cleveland row, St James’ May 31 Fall, Portman st, 
ortman sq 
Groans, Sisne, ease Ma » Sarat eae Oe nell 
yuons, Joux, Kingston u u une 
Temenniny, Joux, a ay Hill, Halesowen, Worcester May 31 
Tuomas, Evzayxor, Bala, Merioneth May 21 Roberts, Lianfyllin 
Tuomrson has Burmah Ruby Mince, Upper Burmah May 24 David & Evans, 


| Tutiocn, Apa, Bickley, Kent June1 Munns & Longden, Old Jewry 
| Turner, "Henxey Jou Gosport, Hants May 24 Pink, 2, Birmingham 
| Unirz, Awne Marta, Bromsgrove Ma: May 31 Clarke & Co, 
yin Ly ingham 





Cottrell & Bon, 


27 Coke Wineoed 
| Wickes, Ann Marston, Harborne, Staffs June 24 Coley & 
| Wintie, Col Faayx Grauam, Carteret st May 18 Pn ag 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gasette.— Faivay, April 19. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
ArvypeL, Taomas, Mansfield, Notts. Coal Miner Notting- 


ham Pet April i5 Ord April 15 

Brown, Aanoy, Powick, Worcester, Butcher Worcester 
Pet april15 Ord April 15 

Brows, James Mortimer, King st, St James’, Turf Agent 


High Court Pet Dec 14 Ord April 15 


Baows, Water Joux, Peterborough, Grocer Peter- 
borough Pet April4 Ord April 17 
Cayiey, Sir Grornce Everasp Artaur, Woodbridge, 


Suffolk Ipswich Pet April 16 Ord April 26 
Cross, Sypyzy Herserrt, Einatnge, Licensed Victualler 
Pet April1é Ord April 16 


CurTayne, + ie Richmond Wandsworth Pet March 16 
Ord April 1 
weer Faxes, Ipswich, Farmer Ipswich Pet April 15 
15 


Dorry, tour - ae Fakenham, Norfolk, Fish Merchant 

Norwich Pet April 15 Ord April 15 
Dysr, AtuaAx Cameron, Sparkhill, Worcester, Refresh- 
ment Caterer Birmingham Pet April 5 Ord April 15 
Fisnea, Farperick Jony, and Witttam Cuaarces Fisaer, 
ing, Builders Reading Pet April16 Ord April 16 


—_ Witu1am_ Doxcan, Thr-gmorton st, Financial 
mt High Court Pet March 12 Ord April 12 
wen! pert WeRex, Winchester, Confectioner Winchester 


Pet April17 Ord April 17 

Gitt, Tuomas, Claverley, Salop, Builder Madeley Pet 
April 15 Ord April 15 

Goppaxp, James Gopraey, Enth, Kent, Chemist Rochester 
Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

Guenery, Haseny, Gorton, Manchester, ne 
Manchester Pet March 27 Ord April 17 

Gurney, Tuomas, Hockley, Essex, Draper Chelmsford 
Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

Hattos, Wituiam Henry, Colwyn Bay. Denbigh, Book- 
seller Bangor Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

Henrine, ma HARD, Leeds Pet April 17 Ord 
April 17 

Hyams, Heney Bess amin, Weybridge, Licensed Victualler 
Kingston, Surrey Pet April8 Ord April 15 

James, Geonoe, Merthyr Tydfil, Labourer Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet April15 Ord April 15 

Jexninos, Joun Faevericx, Baildon Green, Otley, Yorks 

8 Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

Linpsay, James Doveras, and Frank Hawkry, Pateley 
Bridge, Yorks, Grocers Northallerton Pet April 13 
Ord April 13 

Locxwoop, ABRAHAM, peeeaetios, nr Huddersfield, 
pee ry Victualler Huddersfield Pet April17 Ord 

pri. 

Lunpy, Epwarp, Caversham, eames Victualler Reading 
Pet April 16 Ord April 1 

McKisuiy, Henry, ion in Furness, Greengrocer 
Barrow in Furness Pet April17 Ord April 17 

Moartos, James, Wolverhampton, Pattern Maker Wolver- 
hampton Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

Moserzy, Wi1i11amM, Woodside, Dudley, Worcester, 
Builders Dudley Pet A April 17 Ord April 17 

Ocsury, Auspret Louis, and Ainert Epwarp Ocpury, 
Dealers in Leather Goods Croydon Pet March 19 
Ord April 16 

Overson, Caask Witiiam, Reading, Grocer Reading Pet 

Bromyard, 


April 16 Ord April 16 

Payys, Puuir Tomas, Samanta 
Worcester Pet April16 Ord April 16 

Pickering, Joseru, Blackpool, Butcher 
April5 Ord April 15 

Bato.irre, Joun Duckworts, Darwen, Lencs, 
Blackburn Pet April16 Ord April 16 

Rawson, Wituam, East a Norfolk, Butcher 
Norwich Pet April15 Ord April 15 

Roweoyx, Frank, Debenham, Suffulk, Chemist's Assistant 
Leeds Pet ‘April 17 Ord April 17 

SRWELL CUARLES JAMES, yey Greengrocer King’s 
Lynn - 7 March 1 Ord April 16 

BINCLAIR, Frectrickx, Teddington Kingston, Surrey Pet 
March 7 Ord April 16 ” r 

Sincvairz, Witt1a« Gronae, Flixton. nr Manchester, Shirt 
Maker Manchester Pet March 27 Ord April 15 

Sorritr, Groncz, Dewsbury, Floor Cloth Manufacturer 
Dewsbury Pet April17 Ord April 17 

Stuart, Henxey, Drayton Park, Holloway rd, Builder 
High Court Pet March 22 Ora April 16 

Temrerton, Gzorce Wit11aM, Kingston upon Hull, Brick- 
layer Kingston upon Hull Pet ~/ 16 Ord April 16 

Tuomas, Witt14m, Bedminster, Bristol, Purveyor Bristol 
Pet — 16 Ord April 16 

by > 1LL1AmM Epwakrp, Leicester rd, ey Finchley, 

Barnet Pet April 9 Ord April 12 

Gime t Arrave Leowarp, Ossett, a Club Steward 
Dewsbury Pet ane 16 Ord April 16 

Wess, AtrrEp, Bewdley, Worcester, Coal Agent 
minster Pet Aprili7 Ord April 17 

Wuitt.e, Joser ~y Cheltenbam, Purveyor of Milk Chel- 
tenham Pet Aprili6 Ord "April 16 

WILKEs, joerg: Hanley, Fruiterer Hanley Pet April 16 
Ord April 16 

Woorrtoy, Jonx, Wisbech St Peter, Cambs, Timber Mer- 
chant’ King’s Lynn Pet April15 Ord April 15 


London Gazette. Turspay, April 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Buxton, Atrrep, Tennyson pl, —— Wool Agent 
Bradford Pet April9 Ord April 19 

Cuare, A.razp, Tredegar, Gasfitter Tredegar Pet April 
18 April 18 

Covinctox, Josian. New Ferry, os Butcher Birken- 

Pet April 18 Ord ag 

Cox, Waters, Salisbury, Builder Salisbury Pet April 18 

Ord April 18 


P 
Davirs, Evan Moncan, Cwmaman,Aberdare, Glam, Builder 
Aberdare Pet April 18 Ord April 18 


Boat 


Baker 
Preston Pet 


Joiner 


Kidder- 








Downes, Ricuarp Atcuertey, Shrewsbury, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Shrewsebury Pet April19 Ord - ril 19 

Dusxixc, Jony, Derby Derby Pet April 18 rd April 18 

Faost, Hymaw, Brushticld st, Spitaltields, Flour Factor 
High C ‘ourt’ Pet March 26 Ord April 19 

Gask, AnTuur, Harrogate, Dentist York Pet March 19 


Ord April 17 ‘ 
Gaunt, Josers, Burley, Leeds Leeds Pet April 18 Ord 


April 18 

Gisss, Wixiiam, jun, Lea Wharf, vo Contractor 
High Court Pet March 27 Ord April 1 

Grey, James, Treboeth, Swansea, Collier RE Pet 


April 19 Ord April 19 

Hamer, Tuomas Jonny, Aberaman, Aberdare, Glam, Haulier 
Aberdare Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

Hamtys, George Wesser, Moretonhampstead, Devon, 
Carpenter Exeter Pet April19 Ord April 19 

Hasrtinas, Jous, Workington, Cumberland, Fish Merchant 
Workington Pet April i7 Ord April 17 

Hawkins, Frepericx Witu1am, Norwich, hae 5 | Machine 
Dealer Norwich Pet April18 Ord April 18 

ames, Atrerep CuHarites Enyesr, High rd, Streatham, 
Jeweller Wandsworth Pet = 19 Ord April 19 

Kay, Axice, Bradford, Draper Bradford Pet April 18 
Ord April 18 

Kicsurn, Anraun Eowargp, Ossett, » eats Carrier Dews- 
bury’ Pet April 19 Ord A April 

Kitcuixec, Wittiam AmBrose, a. nr Bedale, Yorks, 
Mason Northallerton Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

McA.vester, Epwix, Aughton, nr Ormskirk, Ship Store 
Dealer Liverpool Pet April 20 Ord April 20 


Manrsnatt, Grorce, yoy Se Horse Dealer Dudley 

Pet April 20 Ord —* 

Pueirer, Pair, Kenda), Westmorland, 1 Pane Goods 
Dealer Kendal Pet April 18 Ord a April 1 18 

Pant, Faepesicx, Derby, Butcher y Pet April 18 
Ord April 18 

Srooks, Gronce Henry, Derby, Butcher Derby Pet 
April 18 Ord April 18 

Srrauss, R 4, Milk st bldgs, Manufacturer’s Agent High 
Court Pet Feb1 Ord April 18 

Tuomas, Gomer, Merthyr Vale, a. Grocer Merthyr 

Tydfil Pet April20 Ord April 20 

Tuomas Iavinr & Co, Liverpool, ~~ aanae Agents 
Liverpool Pet March 28 Ocd April 1 

Tiwus, Wiiiiam, West Bridgford, Notts Nottingham Pet 
April 1g Ord April 18 

Tretawny, Joun Witu1am Satussury, Rue Faider, 
Brussels High Court Pet Jan 16 Ord April 18 

Trernewey, Fsrverick Sypvey Grorce, East Stonehouse, 
Grocer "Plymouth Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

Turyer, Harry, Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet April18 Ord April 19 

Watsn, Tuomas, paws. Lancs, Builder Blackburn Pet 
April 19 Ord April 19 

White, Artsus, Winchester, Brick Manufacturer 
Winchester Pet April18 Ord April 18 


Witiay, Rev Georce Artavr, Bow Brickhill Rectory, 
Bucks Northampton Pet Jan15 Ord April 20 


RECEIVING ORDER DISCHARGED. 


Paituips, Taomas Ernest Raymonop, Liverpool, Electrical 
Engineer Liverpool Rec Ord Feb 12 Disc of Rec 
Ord April 19 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Apis, Osponne CuAries Vyse, Witcombe, Glos May 2 at 
3.15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

AnunpEL, Tuomas, Mansfield, Notts, Coal Miner May 1 at 
12 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

BLackWwei, Wiii1am Josern, Beeston, Notts, Iron Mer- 
chant May 1 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

Bovuca, Josers, Carlisle, Innkeeper May 3 at 12 34, 
Fisher st, Carlisle 

Bower & Co, Tom H V Bower, and Artuug CuanyinG 
Bickng.u, Bishopsgate house May 1 at11 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Brives, Fraeperick Wa.uace, Stowmarket, China Dea‘er 
May 24at2 Angel Hotel, Bury St Edmunds 

Bauxsy, Tom, Bishops Stortford, Photographer May 1 at 
12 14, Bedford row 


Butt, Henry ALGernon, Greenwich, Green; May 3 
at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Cannixetoy, Groros, Willenhall, Staffs, censed Vic- 


tualler "May 2ati130 Off Ree, Wolverhampton 

Co.utss, CHasLEes Dixon, Northcote 14, Battersea, Builder 
May 2 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster bri idge 

Cross, Sypyzy Herpert, Hastings Licensed Vistualler 
May 1lat12 Bedford ~~ Queen’ srd, Hastings 

CrosskiLt, Tuomas ALFrep, Gaywood, Norfolk, Provision 
Merchant May 1 at 12 e Auction Mart, Token- 
house yd 

Currayye, Jouy J, Grosvenor rd, Richmond, Clerk May 1 
at 12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Doagiixa, James, ary Farmer May i7at2 Off Rec, 
36, Princes st, 

Downes, RicHarD po coy 
Victualler May 6at3 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill 


Licensed 
, Shrews- 


bury 

Fox, a Were, fae ere Confectioner May 1 at 
2.30 15, Jewry st, Winches’ 

Faost, Hyman, Brushfield st, “Spitalfields, Flour Factor 
May Sat 12 Bankruptcy blags, Carey st 

Gask, Antuur, Harrogate, Dentist aes at 3 Off Rec, 
The Red House, Duncombe pl, Yo 

Gav e oa, o Burley, Leeds May 1 at 11.30 Off Rec, 

Park k row, Leeds 

doom WiLttaM, jun, Limehouse, Contractor May 3 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, a! st 

Ginson, Japez, Leeds, Pattern Maker May 2 at 11 Off 
Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Gopparb, James Goprary, Erith, Kent, Chemist May 6 at 
1139 115, High st, Rochester 

Gueexixc, WILLIAM Baker, Stanton, Glos, Farmer May 
3at3 Crown Hotel, Evesham 

Grice, Taomas, Camdore Farm, Orecop, Hereford, Farmer 
May 1 at2.30 2, Offa st, Herefo: 

Guryey, Harry, Gorton, Manchester, Hi ae man 


May 1 at 2.30° Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchest 








Hamiyn, George Wesver, Moretonhampstead, D.von, 
Carpenter May 2 at 1030 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 
Exeter 

Hart, Moses, Preston, Iron Turner May latil Off Ree, 
14, Chapel st. Preston 

Hexaine, Ricuarp, Leeds Maylatil Off Rec, 22, Park 
row, Leeds 

James, Geonae, Say Tyd@l, Glam, Labourer May 1 
Tr B: .30 Off Rec, County Court, "Townhall, Merthyr 

yi 

Jux aon, a, Leigh on Sea, Insurance Broker May 2 at 
3 edford 1ow 

Joxrs, oe Lower Pontnewydd, Mon Maylati12 Off 
Ree, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

Kay, Avice. Bradford, Draper May 1 at 3 Off Rec, 29, 
Manor row, Bradford 

Ki.evey, Axruur Epwaagp, Ossett, Yorks, Currier May 2 
at12 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Cc ‘orporation st, Dewsbury 

Laver, Joszpn Coorzer, Weymouth, Butcher "May 2ati 

ff Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Linpsay, JaMxs Dove as, and Frank Hawiiy, Pateley 
Bridge, Yorks, Grocers May 2 at 11 Off Ree, 8, 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Livixastone, James Cuan.es, New Cat, Bristol, Tailor 
May 1 at 1139 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol’ 

Locewoop, ABRAHAM, Milnsbridge, nr Huddersfield 
Licensed Victualler May 3 at 3 Off Rec, Prudeniial 
bldga, New st, Hudd-rsfield 

Morros, James, ‘Wolverhampton, Pattern Maker May 2 
atli Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Putt, Grorce WiiuraM, Cassington, Oxford, Licensed 
Victualler Maylati2 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Rawsox, Wiiuiam, East Dereham, Butcher May 4 at 12 
ay? Rec, 8 King st, Norwich 

Reap. ©, Tooting, Builder May 1 at 11.30 132, York rd, 
Westminster Brid 

Rowson, Franx, Leeds, Chemist’s Assistant May 1 at 3 
Off ff Rec, 22, Park row, | eeds 

Samvuets, George Henry Tvaxer, Cecwe, Draper May 3 
at3 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Sorrirt, Grorce, Dewsbury, Floor Cloth Manufacturer 
May 2 at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

Strauss, R 8, 43, Hardwick rd, Bowes Park, Manufac- 
turers’ Agent High Court May 2 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bdgs, Carey st 

Taree, py Aston Manor, Warwick, Coal Merchant 

-_ at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Tuom. Frepenrick, § rkbrook, Birmingham, er May 
6 at 11.30 191, rporation st, Birmingham 

Txomas, WiLtIAM, Bedminster, Bristol, Purveyor May 1 
atll45 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Tre.tawsy, Joan Wiiuiam = Sa.ussu ry, Rue Faider, 
Brussels May 2at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Ne st 

Turner, Hagey, Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant May 1 at 

Off Rec, Bank chmbre, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

Wa rox, Wittiam Epwarp, Leicester rd, Kast Finchley, 
Caterer May 2 at 12 14, Bedford row 

Watson, Arrour Leonarp, Ossett, Yorks, Club Steward 
May 2 at 10.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Coi:poration 
st, Dewsbury 

Wuire, AgrTuur, Wiochester, Brick Manufacturer May 1 
at3 15, Jewry st, Winchester 

Wiipaoose, Jon, Congleton, Cheshire, Grocer's Manager 
fe atil Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Maccles- 
fiel 

WI-xixsoy, Witt1AM Georce, Harpenden, Seeretary to a 
Convalescent Home May ‘Lats 14, Bedford row 

Woon, Harry, Doncaster, Blacksmith May1 at12 Off 

Rec, Figtree In, Shr field 

Woorrox, OBN, Wisbech St Peter, Timber Merchant May 

9 at 10.30 Gourt House, King’s Lynn 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Brack, Ricnarp, Bedford, Builder Bedford Pet March 
28 Ord April 18 

Baaprie.p, Witiiam, Weston Longyiie, Norfolk, Farmer 
Norwich Pet April 3 Ord Apal 20 

CcaRKE, ALFRED, ee Gasfitter Tredegar Pet April 
18 Ord April 18 

Covixeton, Jostan, New Ferry, Cheshire, Butcher Birken- 
head Pet April 18 Ord April 20 

Cox, Watrss, Salisbury, Builder Salisbury Pet April 18 
Ord A pril 1 18 

Davipsoyn, . tal Newcastle on Tyne, Gro-er Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet April 16 Ord April 19 

Davius, Evan Morgay, Cwmaman, Aberdare, Builder 

berdare Pet April18 Ord April 18 

Downes, Ricuarp ATCHERLeyY, Shrewsbury, Licensed 
Victualler Shrewsbury Pet April 19 Ord April 19 

DunxnixG, Jonn, Derby Derby Pet April18 O:d April 18 

Gask, pase. age, Dentist York Pet March 19 


Ord A April 18 
mn aes, Burley, Leeds Leeds Pet April 18 Ord 
pril 1 


Gary, James, Treboeth, Swansea, Glam, Collier Swansea 
Pet April 19 Ord April 19 
Hamer, Tuomas Joun, Abaraman, Aberdare, Haulier 


Aberdare Pet April1i8 Ord April 18 
Hamiyx, Georot Wesser, Moretonhampstad, Devons, 
Carpenter Exeter Pet April 19 Ord April 19 
eseenen, Jouyx, Workington, Cumberland, Fish Merchant 
Cockermouth Pet April 17 Ord April "11 
Hawkins, Fasepertck Witiram, Norwich, Talking 
Machine Dealer Norwich Pet ” April 18 Ord April 18 
Jackson, James Herseer, am, Civil Servant Croydon 
Pet Jan 23 Ord April 18 
Kay, Avice, Bradford, Draper Bradford Pet April 18 


Ord April 18 

Kitpury, Artavr Epwarp, Oasett, Yorks, 
Dewsbu Pet April 19 Ord April 19 

Kircaixe, Wittiam Ampross, Snape, nr Bedale, Yorks, 
Meson Northallerton Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

Lana, Ropert, and Tuomas Warp, Playhouse yd, Water 
re + irt Makers High Court Pet March 15 Ord 

ril 18 

Laven Joszrnu Coorzz, Weymouth, Butcher Dorchester 

Pet April 15 Ord April 19 


Currier 


Livixcstoye, James Cuar.es, Bristol, Tailor Pet April 


Ord April 20 
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Maxx, Axpazw, Croydon, Builder High Court Pet 


March 1 Ord April 17 

Maxsuatt, George, Tipton, Horse Dealer Dudley Pet 
April 20 Ord April 20 

Mircue.t, Joux, Sydenham Greenwich Pet March 9 
Ord April 19 


Muyno, Samvug. Paice, Teignmouth, Army Tutor Exeter 
Pet March 26 Ord April 18 
Pusirer, Puiuir, Kendal, Westmorland, Fancy Goods 
Dealer Kendal Pet April18 Ord April 18 
P.iant, Frepericx, Derby, Butcher Derby Pet April 18 
Ord April 18 
Rosixsox, Tuomas Jonx, Mackworth, Derby, Commercial 
Traveiler Derby Pet March 27 Ord apzil 18 
Srockxs, Grorcr Henry, Derby, Butcher Daby Pet 
April 18 Ord April 18 
Tuomas, Gomer, Merthyr Vale, Glam, Grocer Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet April 20 Ord April 20 
Timms, Witt1As, West Bridgford, Notts Nottingham Pet 
April18 Ord April 18 
TraeTHewey, Freeseriok Sypney Grores, Stonehouse, 
Grocer Plymouth Pet April1s Ord April 18 
Tusner, Harry, Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Aprili9 Ord April 19 
Wass, Tuomas, Darwen, Lancs, Builder Blackburn Pet 
April 19 Ord April 19 
Wuitr, Astave, Winchester, Brick Manufacturer 
Winchester Pet April 18 Ord April 20 
London Gazette,—Farpay, April 26. 
RECEIVING ORDER». 
A.vovs, Wa.rer, Norwich, Baker Norwich Pet April 22 
Ora April 22 
Ay.ine, Jonn Acragp, Dover, Butcher Canterbury Pet 
April 22 Ord April 22 
Barnes, Francis Eunzst, Mincing In, Merchant High 
Court Pet April19 Ord April 24 
Beit, Tuomas, Higher Openshaw, Manchester, Coal Mer- 
chant Manchester Pet April 22 O.d April 2z 
Branp, J BR, Whickham, Durham Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
April8 Ord a 22 
Briaas, Anprew, Lincvin, Tailor Lincoln Pet April 20 
Ord april 20 
Cuiare, Epwarp, Birmingham, Furniture Remover Bir- 
mingham Pet April 23 Ord April 23 
Cotman, Keanest Atrrep, Bungay, Suffolk, Baker Gt 
Yarmouth Pet April10 Ord April 22 
Davies, WitLt1AM, Mardy, Glam, Colliery Repairer Ponty- 
pridd Pet April 22 Ord April 22 
Duxcax, Wiitiam Linpsay, Lansdowne rd, Tot‘enham, 
Mercantile Clerk Edmonton Pet March 20 O:d 
April 22 
Exuis, Henry Witt14Mm, Epsom, Master Bricklayer Croydon 
Pet April 22 Ord April 22 
Evans, James, Lianelly, Engine Driver Carmarthen Pet 
April 20 Ord April 20 
Frou.uiort, Witt1am Henry, Bournemouth, Insurance 
Broker Poole Pet April6 Ord April 22 
Guster, Grorce, Goodrich, Hereford, Builder Hereford 
Pet April 24 Ord April 24 
Haut, Serrimvus, Buxton, Derby, School Attendance 
Otti.er Stockport Pet April 24 Ord Aprit 24 
Hastines, ALbgrt Hensy, Swansea, Fruiterer Swansea 
Pet April 22 Ord April 22 
Hucues, Henry, Lydd, Kent, Builder 
April 22 Ocd April 22 
Iurey, Harry, Luteun, Tobacconist Luton Pet April 22 
Ord April 22 
Jervis, Tuomas, Astley Abbotts, nr Bridgnoith, Farmer 
Madeley Pet April 23 Ord April 23 
Joxzs, WALTER JAMes, Swansea, Fish Merchant Swansea 
Pet Apri: 22 Ord April 22 
Lex, Tuomas, Henry, Trealaw, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet April 22 Ord April 22 
Luwis, ArTHUR Leonarp Srantey, Water ln, Brixton, 
Stock Dealer High Court Pet Apriill Ord april 24 
Luoyp, Roperr Parry, Blaenau Festiniog, Merioneth, 
Quarryman Portmadoc Pet April 22 Urd April 22 
Matix, Henry Juszrn, Coventry, Tailor Coventry Pet 
April 28 On:d april 23 
Martrurzws, Tuomas, Birmingham, Provision Merchant 
Birmingham Pet Aprii4 Ocd April 22 
Mayman, Epwarp, Gt Yarmouth, Furniture Dealer Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Apri: 28 Ord April 23 
Miter, Frank M, Castellaine mans, Maida Vale, Stock- 
broker's Clerk HighCourt Pet Feb 26 Ord April 24 
Moors, Mark Tuomas, Faversham, Bootmaker Canterbury 
Pet April 20 Ord April 20 
Mortox, Faxperick Cuaries, Carrington, Notts, Com- 
—, Traveller Nottingham Yet April 24 Ord 
April : 
Nosiz, Witt1Am Henry, West Hartlepool, i 
6 —— Pet April so April 19 | 
wes, Toomas Epwagp, Liandudno, Farmer Ban 
p —- Ord April 20 = 
RINGLE, CHARLES, Fenchurch st High Court 
March 28 Ord April 24 . -™ 
Remyant, Cuagies, Navarino mans, Dalston, Publican 
2 High oe ee a 4 Ord April 24 
OBERTS, HerBeart Joun, Hitchin, Plumber Lu’ 
2 April 2 iy 22 sc aa 
ODINSKY, OLFE, ede, Twlor Leeds P il 2 
rd April 22 — 
Suarr, Henay, West Dean, Chichester 
April3 Ord April 22 


Hastings Pet 


Brighton Pet 


Suirn, Grorcs Henry, Swana lraper P 
april 24 Od April 24 ee ee, oe 

Sraysrieip, Haroip, ualifax, Plumber Halifax Pet 
April2z rd April 22 

Sutruers, Franx, Audenshaw, Lancs, Hay Dealer Ashton 
under Lyne Pet April 24 O:d april 24 


Van Buvotey, Marx, Cazenove rd, Stoke Newin 
Court Pet Mareh9 Ord April 22 _ 
Waning, Wittiam Heway, Blackburn, Grocer Blackburn 
Pet Aprilil Ord April 22 
Bolton Pet 


Warwick, Epwix, Bolton, Provision Dealer 
w April > Ozxd April 22 

atson, Samugt, Haltwhistle, Northumbe i 
ie Carlile Pet April 23 Ord April 23. “mtpheseen 

nits, Witiian, A Glam, Fish Merchant 

dare Pet April 24 Ord April 24 = 











INDIA £3 10s. PER CENT. STOCK, 


Not Redeemable before 5th Jan., 1931. 


Trustees are empowered to invest in this Stock, unless 
expressly forbidden by the instrument creating the 
Trust, (see the T. ustee Act, 1893.) 


ISSUE OF £3,500,000 ; 


which will be consolidated with the existing India 
£3 108. per Cent. Stock. 


The First Dividend, being Three Months’ Interest, will be 
payable on the 5th July, 1997. - 


Price of Issue, fixed by the Secretary of State for India 
in Council, at £98 10s. per Cent. 


Tue Governor AND Company or THe Bank or Enaoianp 
ive notice that they are authorized to receive applications 
or this Loan. 

This Issue is made under the provisions of the East India 
Loans (Railways) Act, 1995, in order to provide funds for 
State Railway Construction, for granting Advances to 
Indian Railway Companies, and for the discharge of certain 
Debentures issued by the Indian Railway Companies, the 
interest and principal of which are guaranteed by the 
Secretary of State. 

This Stuck will bear Interest at the rate of £3} per cent. 
per annum, payable quarterly at the ik of , on 
the 5th January, the Sth April, the 5th July, and the 5th 
October in each year, the first Dividend (a full quarter s 
Dividend) being payable on th» 5th July next ; and will be 
consolidated with the India £3} Per Cent. Stock now exist- 
ing, which is not redeemable until the 5th January, 1931, 
but will be redeemable at par on or after that day, upon 
one year’s vious notice having been given in “ fhe 
London Gazette”’ by the Secretary of State for India in 
Council. 

The Books of the Stock are kept at the Bank of Eogland 
and at the Bank of Ireland, where all assi ents and 
Transfers are made. All Transfers and Stock Certificates 
are free of Stamp Dw; 

Applications, which must be accompanied by a 
Gepost of £5 per cent., will be received at the 
Chief Cashier's Office, Bank of Englaod 

Applications must be for even hundreds of Stock; but 
the stock, once inscribed, will be transferable in any sums 
which are multiples of a penny. 

In case of allotment, the balance of the amount 

id as deposit will be applied towards the payment of the 
Rest instalment. Should there be a surplus after making 
that payment, such surplus will be refuaded by cheque. 

The dates on which the further paymcnts will be req 


are as follows :— 
On Friday, the 17th May, 1907, £18 10s. par cent, 
On Friday, the 14th June, 1907, £25 per cent. 
On Wednesday, the 10th July, 1907, £25 per cent. 
On Wednesday, the 7th August, 19 7, £25 per cent. 
The insta!ments may be paid in full on, or after, the 17th 
May, 1907, under discount at the rate of £3 per cent 


annum. 
a case of default in the ag oe of any instalment at its 
proper date, the deposit an instalments previously paid 
will be liable to forfeiture. 

Scrip Certificates to bearer, with Coupon attached for the 
dividend payable on the 5th July, 1907, will be issued in 
exchange for the provisional receipts. 

As soon as these Scrip Certificates to bearer have been 
paid in full, they can be inscribed (i.¢., converted into 
etock); or, they can be exchanged for Stock Certificates to 
bearer in denominations of £100, £500, and £1,000, without 
payment of any fee, provided such exchan is 
effected not later than the 2nd September, 1907. 

Stock Certificates to bearer will have quarterly Coupons 
attached. 

Stock may be converted into tock Certificates to bearer, 
and Stock Certificates may be converted into Stock, at any 
time, on payment of the usual fees. s 

Applications must be on printed forms, which ma be 
obtained at the Bank of England, or at any of its B: e8 ; 
at the Bank of Ireland; uf Mr. Horace H. Scott, the Broker 
to the Secretary of State for India in Council (Messrs. R. 
Nivison & Co,), 76, Cornhill, London, E.C.; or of Messrs. 
Mullens, Marshall, & Co , 13, George-street, Mansion House, 
London, E.C. 

The List will be closed on, or before, Wednes- 
day. the 8th May, 1907. 

ANK OF ENGLAND, 2nd May, 1907, 





ANTED, Clerksbip; experienced in 

Conveyancing, Probate Matters, Management of 

Estates, and Accounts; 13 years last eng Pe .— 
M. A., 207, Lauderdale-mansions, Maida Vale, London. 


(prs on Ground and Upper Floors, 
56, 58, 39, 





and 47, Victoria-street, 8.W., 2124, 
Shaftesbury-avenue, W.C., near Oxford-street. 


\ ANTED, on MORTGAGE, on Long 

Leasehold Block of a) oy Kensington, £4,500, 
at 4 cent.; gross rentals, per annum; no pre- 
Salen fees.—Apply, Taomas Hussey, 14, Church-street, 
Kensingion. Telephone, 499 Western. 


A PARruER TS, FURNISHED, With or 
Without Board.—30, Holford-square, W.C. 











BAzBeaNs FOR BOOKBUYERS. — 
Thousands of the Best Books at from 25 to 80 per 
cent. below the origi prices ; largest and best stock of 
Second-hand and New Remainder Books in the world; 
write for our Catalogue —W. H. Su:ra & Son, Library 
Department, 186, Strand, London, W.C. 








NORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 


London: 1, MOORGATE STREET, 
Aberdeen: i, UNION TERRACE. 


Accumulated Funds—£6,782,951. 





The SEVENTY-FIRST ANNUAL GENERAL MEET- 
ING of this Company was held within their house at 
A on Wi y, the 1st May, 1907, when the 
Directors’ Report was presented. 

The following is a summary of the report referred to :— 

FiRE DEPARTMENT. 
sine —— received By amounted to 
y wing an increase 5. i parison 
with those of the previous year. “s sepa cea 

The LO3S8ES amounted to £1,101,133, or 89°7 per cent. 
of Cho pecmney, of which the San Dransince condiaguetion 
was responsible for a os ot. 

The EXPENSES OF MANAGEMENT (including com- 
mission to agents and of every kind) came to 
£416,660, or 33°9 per cent. of premiums. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

ASSURANCE BRANCHES.—During the year 1,366 

Policies were issued for new assurances, amountiag in the 
to the sum of £556,516. These new assurances 
y annual a ys — to £19,180, and single 


The CLAIMS amounted to £274,956. 

The EXPENSES of MANAGEMENT (including com- 
mission) were limited, in the Life Accounts to 10 per cent., 
and in the Endowment Account to 5 per cent. of the 
premiums recetved. 

ANNUITY BRANCH.—The sum of £67,152 was received 
for annuities ted during the year. 

'UNDS of the Life Department now amount 


The whole 
“Eas pepert heaving been wnasimondy alepted; tt 
e ving uba nt q was 
resolved that the totsl amount wo be detributed am 
the shareholders for the year 1906 be £97,500 (being divi- 
dend of £3 per share), in addition to £7,500, the instalment 
of the Sharehold: 





of 5s. per share now due ers’ Life Bonus 
1906-10. 

Lonpow Boarp or Diggcrors. 
Colonel Robert ing. Frederick Huth Jackson, Beq. 
H., Cosmo O. Bonsor, ° Heaory James Lu Esq. 
Lawrence E. Chalmers, sq. | Charles James Lucas, y 
Ernest Cha: eq. Rt. Hon. Viscount Milner, 


Po ate Ls. BS a C.M.G, West 

Charles Ham’ ° on. Algernon ’ 

Wa. Bgerton Hubbard, Esq. | G.C.B. 
Seoretany—H. Gayford. 


J. Robertson, Home Superintendent. 
Fine Davanrumxt | 5,0" Fowler, Foreign Superintendent. 
Lirs Deraatuenxt—H. Foot, Actuary, 
Accipest Dsrartuext—W. E. Trenam, Superintendent. 
Genera Manacer or Taz Company—H. EB, Wilson. 


Copies of the report, with the whole accounts of the Com- 
oo Bed ape ear 1906, may be obtained from any of the 
pamy’s oflees or agundies. 


p4B0HMENT WASTE of any description 
WANTED ; large white deeds £6 cwt.—B., 
Ufton-road, Church-road, Kingsland, icoken. 


nana Company, lrg compen o Dchasaes 
; y compos 

fdasteial uA. and dealing wax options sleendy r-4 
hand; must invest £1,000, and have sound commercial 
experience.—T., X.551, * The Times ” Office, B.C. 


—FROM £50 to £6,000. — Would 
MONEY ne Spas Shen, 2 See or 











J. WESTON & CO., 
PRIVATE BANKERS, 
30 & 31, DUKE STREET, PICGADILLY, 
¥ LONDON, W. 





VM eASEKELYNE and DEVANT’S 
L MYSTERIES, 8t. George's Hall.—Daily at 3 aad 8. 
Great success of THE MAGITIAN’S HEART by 5. 


Nesbit (evenings only). £1 GHOST. ME 

MAG 18M. Mr. 5. N. *MASKELYN & and Mr. 

DBVANT at both . Beats Is, to 5s.; children 
*Phone, 1545 Mayfair. 





458 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


May 4, 1907. 








ANDREW’S HOSPITAL 
MENTAL DISEASES, 


NORTHAMPTON. 


For the Upper and Middle Classes only. 


ST. 


PrRestDErT : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, K.G. 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the Northam Station of the 
London and North d Railways, and 
one-and-a-half hours | from London, and is surrounded 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds, 

The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s.a week, according 
to the requirements of the case. These terms may be 
reduced by the Committee of Management under special 


circumstances. 

Patients paying higher rates can have Special Attendants, 
Horses and Carriages, and Private Rooms in the Hospital, 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
ee: Park, a branch establishment, two miles from the 


There is also a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuadd Hall, 
Lianfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully s _— in a park of 
180 acres, to to which patients may be se: 

For further information apply to ‘the Medical Superin- 
tendent. 


Treatment of INEBGRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Se, under the Act and privately. 


For Terms, &c., apply to 
p Res PD . HOGG, M.R.C.8., &., 
Medical Superintendent. 


Telephone: P.O. 16, Rickmansworrts. 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 


FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 


Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Medical Officers. 


13; to 3} Guineas. 
3 mile from Station, G.E.R 


Apply to “ Superiatendent,” Hillside, Buntiagford. 
INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A. Gon? 
M.D. (Camb,). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc, 
Stud pF pon Thirty years’ Experience. Tevelicet 

edlical References. For terms and particulars 
ior Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

Tetrorarnic Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 














in Fiasks, price 2/8. 
SOLD EVERYWHERE. 


BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W., 





S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


. 








PLEASURE CRUISE 
ror WHITSUNTIDE 


LISBON ‘Sor 
GIBRALTAR ORIENT COMPANY’S 
TANGIER twin screw Steamship 


TENERIFFE 6,814 aad at gy h.p. 
MADEIRA + are i oad 
VIGO Leaving —— ty he a arriving 


Managers — F, GREEN & CO., and ANDERSON, 
ANDERSON, & CO., London. For passage apply 
to the latter ‘firm, at 5, ) PED, E.C., or 
28, Cockspur-street, 8. 











Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT | = 


Fourxpep 1x THe Retox or Witt1am & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LEVBB SUITS IN CLOTH & VBLVBET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


BY AUTHORITY 








Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


SHare CERTIFICATES, ee, &c., i ce and 
printed. Orricta. Seas designed 


Solicitors’ yo mache Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeante’ Inn). 


Aanual and other Raturna Stamned and Filed. 
FURNISHED AND UNFURNISHED 


FLATS . TOWN and 
COUNTRY HOUSES 


OF EVERY DESCRIPTION 
Also SHOPS and OFFICES 


FOR FULL PARTICULARS APPLY TO 


Mr. F. J. Ronald 


Se aN Valuer, Auctioneer, ¢ mes ve4 
BELGRAVIA CHA RS 
72 VICTORIA STREET ° 5 Ww. 


Telephones - = 2560 V: 2561 Victoria 
Telegrams - = = “  DECIDEABLE, LONDON.” 
ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
6, IRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.C., 
and 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. 
(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos.— 5964 Bank,” “ 130 Streatham.”’ 
aan ageane—~ Obert, Leotoe” 
| ere HORSEY, SONS, & CASSELL, 
11, BILLITER 8Q UARE, LONDON, E.C. 
Established 1807. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 
oF 
MILLS AND Aur seas, 


PLANT AND MA 
WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 
Telegraphic Address—“‘ Fuiter, Horsey, Loxpos.’ 
Telephone No. 746 Averus. , 


\ EATHERALL GaEes, po 
jurveyors, Vali , Aucti 
. 22, CHAN NCERY Y LANE, ¥ E,W. C. 

by AUCTION at the MART: 


June 5 Oct. 21 
| July = — » 


OuUsE. PROPERT. . 1 Sa 
Mesars. My po «& undertake 




















Will hold 


of LANDED and 


Reversions, &c. Green 
and advise on compensation and rating cases and valuations 
for all purposes. 





SALE DAYS FUR i YEAR 1907. 
MES 
JY4RSBEOTHEE, 


ELLIS, EGERTON, 
BREACH, GALSWORTHY, & & CO. 
beg to announce that the undermenti: tioned dates have been 
fixed = their see of FREEHOLD, Copyhold, and 
Reversions, Shares,’ Life In Interesta, 
Se. at the AUCTION MART, i , B.C. 
Other a; sepetatnants for intermediate es can also be 


Tuesday, July 23 


y, May 14 
Thursday, July 25 


Tuesday, May 28 
Thursday, June 6 
Thursday, June 13 
Tuesday, June 18 
Thursday, June 27 
Tuesday, July 2 
Thursday, July 4 Thursday, November 21 
Thursday, July 11 Fee December 5 
— July 18 Thursday, December 12 
A List of forthcoming Sales b: 3 oo Auction is _is Ey — 
in the advertisement columns o every 


Saturday. 
Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, & Co. also issue on hy ist of 
every Month » SCHEDULE OF PROPERTIES TO BE 
LET OR SOLD, por yr rising landed and residential estates, 
farms, freehold and leasehold houses, town and country 
building land, City offices and warehouses, ground-rents, 
and investments  oneey, which will be forwarded free 
of charge. A ully-revised register of applicants’ 
wants is kept, K .. details of requirements are especially 
invited from those seeking properties, &c., to whom 
particulars of — places are sent from time to time. 
Applications should be made to their Offices, No. 29, Fleet- 
street, Temple-bar, E.C. 


To Motor jh and others wanting space. 

512, OXFORD STREET.—Important spacious Premises, 
area about 18,000ft.; near the Marble Arch; one of the 
finest positions in oaverabl repay Ad 83 horses, 50 
carriages, y convertible to any other purpose. 

23%, DEY ANSTON STREET. — Yard, storerooms, and 
stabling for 20 horses. 

land 3, noe of MEWS EAST, close to Vietoria Station. 

—BStandin ing for five horses and four carriages. 

2} ACRES, at CRICKLEWOOD STUD FaRM, only four 
miles from Marble Arch, on the Edgware-road, opposite 
Cricklewood Station, Midland Railway ; ears’ lease, 
at a ground-rent; modern stabling for 193 orses, large 
yards, ri granary, lodge, foreman’s cottage, 
private residence, ev: ery convenience. 

ESSRS. W. & 8S. FREEMAN, of 
ALDRIDGE" 8, St. Martin’s-lane, London, will offer 
AUCTION, in Lots, the above valuable LEASES, at the 
RT, ‘Tokenhouse- rd, Bank, on TUESDAY, MAY Tf, 

1907, at about TWO o'clock.’ All can be dealt with 

privately boforehand. 

Particulars and conditions of Messrs. Allen & Son, 
Solicitors, 17, Carlisle-street, Soho-square; also of the 
Auctioneers ; and of Mr. Peter 8.1 Dollar, 512, —— 
who has retired from b The P may 
viewed any week-day. 


PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
(successors to Marsh, Milner, & Oo.) conduct 
PERIODICAL SALES of 


REVERSIONS (Absolute and Con t 
LIFE INTERESTS and ANN UITIES, Ys 


ures, 
Debts and Bonds, and 














on the FIRST and THURSDAYS in each month 
throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhowse-yard, E.C. 
The dates for 1907 are as follows :— 
Thursday, May 16 Thursday, Sept, 19 
Thursday, June 6 Thursday, Oct. 8 
Thursday, Oct. 17 
Thursday, Nov. 7 
Thursday, Nov. 21 
y, August Thursday, Dec. 5 
| seen oaks 15 Thursday, Dec. 19 
Thursday, Sept. 


Offices, 6, Paultry, lentes, BS. Telegrams, ew 
ably, London.’ eli, Ton 999 Bank, and 8539 8539 Central 


PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 
ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
beg to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
ped held at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the first and 
Wednesdays in every month as the year. 
The dates for 1907 are as follows :— 
Wednesday, bay <5 f ednesday, Sept. 18 
Wednesday, June Wednesday, Oct. 2 
Wednesday, June 19 Wednesday, Oct. 16 
Wednesday, July 3 Wednesday, Nov. 6 
Wednesday, July 17 Wednesday, Nov. 20 
Wednesday, August 7 Wednesday, Dec, 4 
Wednesday, Sept. 21 Wednesday, Dec, 18 


vee 
* and trustees having goepestion for 
Po - : Spastbent invited to communicate with the 
‘Auctionetn, at their Offices, 6, Poultry. "> E.C. 
Telegrams : Nos. 999 Bank 


” a, Lenton.” Tel. 








AUCTION SALES. 


ESEES. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
A e MONTHLY, at the MART, and in- 


be had 
attention to 

8.B., and 17 Sebeshouso-aealt 
se eerni te the Auction Mart), , ' 
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